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CHRONOLOGY OF * THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that ean be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVII[th Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett’s Debates, 63 vols. ; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &e., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 
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1066-1760 a 1816 
— 35 & 36...57 So hawds 1817 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. — 37) 3a sg 1818 
Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Gro. III. 
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(First PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 39 & 40...59 Geo. IIL. ...... 1819 
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WE Oe sete 42 Geo. III....... 1802-3 
REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 
DEBATES. 
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‘iets titans (SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Eve. 


SIR HENRY CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN’S FIRST ADMINISTRATION, 
DECEMBER 1905. 


THE CABINET. 
Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasary——Rt. Hon. Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN. 
Lord President of the Council——Rt. Hon. the Earl of CREWE. 
Lord Chancellor Rt. Hon. Lord LoREBURN. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer Rt. Hon. H. H. Asquitru, M.P. 
Secretaries of State 
Home Department 
Foreign Affairs 

















Rt. Hon. HERBERT J. GLADSTONE, M.P. 
-Rt. Hon. Sir Eowarp Grey, Bt., M.P. 

Colonial Otticee——Rt. Hon. Earl of ELGIN. 

War Office- tt. Hon. R. B. HALDANE, M.P. 

India Office——kKt. Hon. JouN Moruey, M.P. 
First Lord of the Admiralty Rt. Hon. Lorp TWEEDMOUTH. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland Not in the Cabinet. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland Rt. Hon. JAMES Bryce, M.P. 
Lord Privy Seal Most. Hon Marquess of RrIpon, 
President of the Board of Education Rt. Hon. A. BrrreELL, M.P. 
President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. D. LLOYD-GEORGE, M.P. 
President of the Local Government Board Rt. Hon. JouN Burns, M.P. 
President of the Board of Agriculture Rt. Hon. Earl CARRINGTON. 
Postmaster-General tt. Hon. SYDNEY Buxton, M.P. 
Chancellor of tiie Duchy of Lancaster Rt. Hon. Sir HENRY FOWLER, M P. 
The Secretary for Scotland Rt. Hon. J. SINCLAIR, M.P. 


NOT IN THE CABINET. 
Lord FITZMAURICE. 


HERBERT SAMUEL, Esq., M.P. 
WINSTON CHURCHILL, Esq., M.P. 















































Under Secretary of State, Foreign Office 
Onder Secretary of State, Home Oftice 
Under Secretary of State, Colonial Oftice 
Under Secretary of State, India Office Rt. Hon. J. E. Euuis, M.P. 
Under Secretary of State, War Office Rt. Hon, Earl of PORTSMOUTH. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury——-GEORGE WHITELEY, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Edueation——THOMAS LOUGH, Fsq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Admiralty Rt. Hon. E. ROBERTSON, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——H. E. KEARLEY, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Beard——WaALTER RUNCIMAN, Esq., M.?. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury REGINALD MCKENNA, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the War Office T. R. BUCHANAN, Esq., M.P. 
( J. A. PEASE, Esq., M.P. 
HERBERT LEWIS, Esy., M.P. 

Captain Ceci, Norton, M.P. 
J. M. F. FULLER, Esq., M.P. 
( Admiral Sir JOHN FISHER. 
J Vice-Admiral Sir C, C. Drury. 
| Captain H. b, JACKSON. 

Captain PF, S. INGLEFIELD. 
THE SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR [in the Cabinei). 
Lieut.-General Hon. Sir W. G. LYTTELTON. 
Lieut.-General C. W. H. DOUGLAS. 
Lieut.-General Sir W. G. NICHOLSON. 
Army Council—— Major-General Sir J. W. MurRAY. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR. 
THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE WAR OFFICE. 
Secretary. THE PERMANENT UNDER SECRETARY OF STATE FOR WAR 

(Colonel Sir E. W. D. WARD). 

The Civil Lord of the Admiralty GEORGE LAMBERT, Esq., M.P. 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland-——Rt. Hon. the Earl of ABERDEEN. 
The Lord Advocate-——THOMAS SHAW, Esq., M.P 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster In the Cabinet. 
Attorney-General J. LAWSON WALTON, Esq., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——W. S. Rosson, Esq., M.P. 
Paymaster-General——R. Kk. CAuSTON, Esq., M.P. 
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OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of LIVERPOOL. 
Comptroller of the Household——The Master of ELIBANK, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household Sir EDWARD STRACHEY, Bt., M.P. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Viscount ALTHORP. 
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Lord Privy Seal—— 

Master of the Household ——Duke of ARGYLL, K.T. 
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Lord Justice General—— 

Lord Advocate Rt. Hon. THOMAS SHAW, K.C. 

Lord Justice Clerk Rt. Hon. Lord Kixspureu, C.B. 
Solicitor-General——ALEXANDER URE, Esq., K.C. 

Register General and Deputy Keeper Great Seal—Sir Stain AGNEW, K.C.b, 


Commanding Forees——Lt.-Gen. £. P. LEACH, C.B., C.V.O. 














IRELAND. 


Lord-Lieutenant——Karl of ABERDEEN, G.C.M.G. 

Chief Secretary and Keeper of Privy Seal Rt. Hon. JAMES BRYCE, M.P. 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees——Rt. Hon. Ear] of Onstow. 
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Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms Mr. W. CASBON. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. A. PALMER. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, lita JULY, 1906. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Viscount Falmouth be proposed to the 
House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bill in the place 


of the Lord Castlemaine ; read, and agreed to. 


S7swpING ORDERS CommMITTEE. — Report from, that the further Standing 
Orders not complied with in respect of the South Wales Electrical Power 
Distribution Company Bill ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill allowed 
to proceed. 


Read, and agreed to 


Middlesex County eae Denna nicaneing Bill. cians with 
Amendments ie 


Tottenham and Edmonton Gas Bill; St. John’s (Westminster) Improve- 
ment Bill. Reported with Amendments “ a me me 


Great Northern Railway Bill—Reported without Amendments 


Newport Sueporetinn Bill lt L.].—Commons’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to - ae a ~ a as “i 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill——Reported from the 
Select Committee, with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Friday next 


Buckhaven, Methil, and Innerleven Burgh ramen aes a L. }- —Read 
3°, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill.—Read 3*, with the Amendments, 
“and passed, and returned to the Commons tar ie sis $s 
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Hammersmith, City, and North East London Railway Bill—Commons’ 
Message of the 5th instant considered (according to Order), then it was 
moved to resolve— 


That the promoters of the Bill which has been introduced into the 
House of Commons during the present session of Parliament, shall have leave 
to introduce the same in the next session of Parliament, provided that 
notice of their intention to do so be lodged in the Private Bill Office not 
later than Three o’clock on the day prior to the close of the present session, 
and that all fees due thereon, up to that period, be paid. 


That such Bill shall be deposited in the Private Bill Office not later 
than Three o’clock on or before the third day on which the House shall sit 
after the next session of Parliament, with a declaration annexed thereto, 
signed by the agent, stating that the Bill is the same in ev ery respect as the 
Bill at the last stage of the proceedings thereon in this House in the present 
session. 


That the proceedings on such Bill shall be pro forma only in regaid to 
every stage through which the same shall have passed in the present session ; 
and that no new fees be charged in regard to such stages. 


That the Standing Orders by which the proceedings on Bills are regu- 
lated shall not apply to the said Bill in regard to any of the stages through 
which the same shall have passed during the present session.—(The Chairman 
of Committees) ; agreed to ; and a message sent to the Commons to acquaint 
them that the Lords had concurred with them in suspending the said Bill .. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; London Government Schemes (London 
and Penge, etc.) Bill. House in Committee (according to Order). Bills 
reported without Amendment. Standing Committee negatived ; and Bills 
to be read 5" on Thursday next . - ‘ ms wis 


Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of Working Classes) 
Bill ; Poole Corporation Water Bill; Cork City Railways and Works Bill ; 
Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill. Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Earl of Malmesbury be proposed to the House as a 
Member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the vn of the Lord 
Castlemaine ; read, and agreed to ‘ ee 


Glamorgan and South Wales Water Bill [4.L.]—Returned from the Com- 
mons agreed to, with an Amendment. The said Amendment considered, 
and agreed to 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London, No. 1) Biil 
[H.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments 


Cumberland Electricity and Power Gas Bill [n.1.]; Folkestone and 
District Electricity Supply Bill [#.u.] ; Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Railway Bill [4.L.] ; Warboys (Union of Districts) Drainage Bill [.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons —* to, with Amendments. The said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Cardiff Gas Bill; Manchester Corporation Bill.—Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to - ne _ 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Motor Cars (PRrosecutions).—Return of all proceedings for offences in con- 
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Table “is : as én +i Ki - ye vs we 4 


Post OFFIcE (FoREIGN AND COLONIAL PARCEL Post) Pe - - ss 4 


No. 488. Belgium and the Grand Duchy of Luxemburg—Foreign and 
Colonial Parcel Post Amendment (No. 19) Warrant 1906; dated June 28th, 
1906 ae we a aa ea P ‘i ea wa 4 


No. 491. British East Africa and the British Central Africa Protec- 
torate—Foreign and Colonial Parcel Post Amendment (No. 20) Warrant 
1906 ; dated June 30th, 1906. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lieonthe Table .. 4 


Alkali, Etc., Works Bill—Reportedf rom the Standing Committee without 
Amendment ; and to be read 3* on Thursday next... ae ‘s a 5 


Ground Game Bill.—Reported from the Standing Committee with further 
Amendments. The report of the Amendments made in Committee of the 
Whole House and by the Standing Committee to be received on Friday 
next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No, 159.) - a pe 5 


Tospacco GRowING IN IRELAND. 


Lord Oranmore and Browne .. 5 
Lord Denman : af ma me ie Bye a Ha 5 
The Earl of Denbigh ‘es me ae 7 
The Lord President of the Counc il (The Earl of C reve is ays 8 
Viscount Ridley 9 


The Earl of Meath .. : : af ms $s be ie ie 11 
The Earl of a he a i is 4 és ad ee 
Lord Denman : és . - ei + ee ~~ 
House adjourned at Five o’clock to Thursday next, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, lita JULY, 1906; 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE Britis [Lorps] (StanpDING ORDERS NoT PREVIOUSLY INQURIED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH.)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
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Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, “have been complied with, viz. :—Bute (English and W —— Kstates 
Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time. 7 - FB 


Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) Docks and Railway Bill 
[Lorps]; Portsmouth Water Bill [Lords] ; Ritz Hotel Bill [Lords]; Wirral 
Railway (Extension of Time) Bill wean As Amended, considered ; to be 

read the third time Ns ais ae - “ x 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lorps]: Gas Orders Confirmation 
(No. 1) Bill [Lords]; Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]; Water 
Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]. Read a second time, and committed .. 13 


Lord Tredegar’s Supplemental Estate Bill [Lorps].—Reported, without 
Amendment ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed« 


Bill to be read the third time .. Ae ste ee oi ae a 13 


Crediton Gas Bill [Lorps]; Truro Gas Bill [Lords]; South Eastern and 
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and other Bridges) Bill, with Amendments» 


Amendments to—Scottish Union and National Insurance Company 
Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intitule d, * An Act to amend The Con- 
veyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881.” [Conveyancing Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to amend the Settled Land Acts, 1882 
to 1890.” [Settled Land Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act to amend The Married Women’s Pro- 
perty Act, 1882.” [Married Women’s Property Bill [Lords]: 


And, also a Bill, intituled, “An Act to extend the municipal and 
police boundaries of the burgh of Buckhaven, Methil, and Innerleven ; to 
authorise the provosts, magistrates, and councillors of the burgh to construct 
a new street; and for other purposes.” [Buckhaven, Methil, and Inner- 
1even Burgh Extension Bill [Lords] .. a bi - eo «8643 


Buckhaven, Methil, and Innerleven Burgh Extension Bil} [Lorps].— 
Reaa the first time ; ana referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills oe ee oe ee oe ee ee ee ee ee 14 
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Absent Voters (Scotland) Bill.—‘‘ To facilitate the recording of votes at 


Parliamentary elections in Scotland by fishermen, sailors, and ‘other persons 
liable to habitual and necessary absence from their usual residence in pursuit 
of their calling,” presented by Mr. Alexander Black ; supported by Mr. 
Eugene Wason, Mr. Crombie, and Mr. John Henderson; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, 22nd November, and to be printed. [Bill 314.] 


Education (England and Wales) Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Emmorrt (Oldham) in the chair.] 
Clause 37 :— 


Mr. F. E. Smith (Liverpool, Walton) me ae is aa a 

The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Lloyd-George, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) , és a “a “a es 

Mr. A. J. Balfour ( (City of London) 

Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, BE.) .. 

Sir Wm. Anson (Oxford U niversity) 

Sir E. Carson (Dublin University) 

Mr. Lloyd-George is ee ! 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) . 

Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) 

Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, E.) 

Sir Alfred Thomas (Glamorganshire, E. eH; 

Sir Henry Craik (Glasgow and Aberdeen U niversities) 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir William Anson 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 20, line 17, to leave out from the word ‘ the’ to end of sub- 
section, and to insert the words ‘ local education authorities under 
Part I. of the Education Act, 1902, and boroughs and urban districts 
having powers under section three of the same Act. ”—(Sir William 
Anson.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words down to ‘any’ in line 18 stand part 
of the Clause.” 


Mr, Lloyd-George 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 


Mr. F. E. Smith 





Ame 


“In page 20, line 20, at end, to insert the words, ‘ Provided that 
the President of the Board of Education shall be responsible to Parlia- 
ment for any act of the Welsh Central Committee done in the exercise 
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of any of the powers of the Board of Education delegated to the 
Committee under this section, and shall have full control over the 
Committee in respect of the exercise of such powers.’ ” 


(Juestion proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Lloyd-George 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Amendment proposed— 


“An order in Council shall provide for the appointment by His 
Majesty of a Member of Parliament, whether a Member holding office 
under the Crown or not, who shall be responsible for any act of the 
Welsh Council done in the exercise of any of the powers of the Board 
of Education delegated to the Council under this section, and shall have 
full control over the Council in respect of the exercise of such powers.” 


Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour Sv 

Lord Balcarres (Lanes., ow 

Str William Anson .. Sie - ae 

The Solicitor-General (Sir W. Robson, South Shields) 

Mr. Wyndham (Dover) ie = ‘oe 

Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Sir W. Robson is 

Mr. Samuel Evans (Glamorganshire, Mid.) 

Col. Williams (Dorsetshire, W.)  .. 

Mr. Lane-Fox (Yorkshire, W.R., Barkston ‘Ash) 

The President of the Board of Education (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N ) 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ‘ ere 
Mr. Llewellyn Williams (¢ ‘armarthen District) 

Lord Balcarres ; - ~ ea 


Question put. 


ihe Committee divided :—Ayes, 279; Noes, 50. (Division List No. 225.) 


Mr. F. E. Smith 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 20, line 25, to leave out all the words alfter ‘ that’ to the 
end of the subsection, and insert the words ‘regulations shall be made 
by the Board of Education whereby the minority of each of the con- 
stituent local authorities shall appont to the council a number of repre- 
sentatives bearing the proportion of one to three to the number ap- 
pointed by the majority of that authority.”—(Mr. F. E. Smith.) 


Question proposec d, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. Lloyd-George °° ss ee is ea “4 as - 
Mr. Samuel Evans as me - e a * on 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 20, line 37, at the end, to insert the words, ‘The Order 
shall provide for the distribution ‘of powers and duties as between the 
council of Wales, the Board of Education, and the Member appointed to 
represent the council in Parliament. The following powers and duties 
shall be reserved to the Board of Education: (a) Any appeal to the 
Board of Education and the determination of any question under this 
Act, except where the contrary is specially provided in this Act ; (b) The 
regulation and control of state-aided schools ; and (c) All powers and 
duties of the Board of Education under the Charitable Trust Acts, 1885 
to 1894, and the Endowed Schools Acts, 1869 to 1889.”—(Mr. Lloyd- 
George.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That these words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Bridgeman ™ si = aa ” zig - << 2 
= Mr. William Jones (Carnarvonshire, Arfon) a as i? “* i 
Sir William Anson ea mg *s oe “s =s “+ 108 
Mr. F. E. Smith “ sc <8 es ai as +3 “< 3 
Mr. Lloyd-George oe oe ee ee oe ee ee ee 113 
Mr. A. és. Balfour oe ee oe ee ee oe oe ee 114 
Sir E. Carson a ci a “8 aa a as amie! 3 (\ 
Lord R. Cecil ee or oe és ai os ee ee 116 
Mr. Lloyd-George °° ai “s "s af oa = “<< EV 
Mr. Arnold-Forster (Croydon) i as ee + x “+ 118 


Question put, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 337; Noes, 105. (Division List No, 226.) 


And, it being after half-past Ten of the clock, the Chairman proceeded, pur- 
suant to the Order of the House of the 18th June, to put forthwith the 
Question necessary to dispose of Clause 37. 

Question put, “ That Clause 37, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 395, Noes, 107. (Division List No. 227.) 


Motion made, and Question, “‘ That the Chairman do report Progress ; and 
ask leave to sit again’ —(Mr. Birrell), put and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


Rutherglen Burgh Order Confirmation Bill (By Orper). 


Mr. Menzies (Lanarkshire, 8.) sis =e te as =f “+ 427 
Mr. R. Balfour (Lanarkshire, Partick) °° ms os as -* 130 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be referred to a Joint 
Committee of Lords and Commons.”—(Mr. Menzies.) 











- 


xxii TABLE OF, CONTENTS. 
July 17.) 


Mr. Rainy (Kilmarnock Burghs) ys 

Mr. Mitchell-Thomson (Lanarkshire, N.W.) 

Mr. Eugene Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) 

Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ae i 
Lhe Secretary for Scotland (Mr. Sinclair, Forfarshire) 
Mr. Cochrane (Ayrshire, N.) oe oe oe 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 50; Noes, 202. (Division List No. 228.} 
Bill to be considered to-morrow. 


Crown Lanps [Recovery oF Crown Rents]. 


Resolution reported, “‘ That it is expedient that no proceedings shall be 
taken by or on behalf of the Crown for enforcing the payment of any quit rent 
or any other perpetual rent payable to the Crown in Ireland, or any arrears 
thereof, but within sixty years from the time when such rent was last re- 
ceived by or on behalf of the Crown, and that after such period the right 
of the Crown to the rent and arrears shall be extinguished in pursuance of 
any Act of the present session to amend the Crown Lands Acts, 1829 to 1894.” 


Resolution agreed to 
Post Office Sites Bill.—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. William Rutherford (Liverpool, West Derby) 
Amendment proposed— 


“ To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day three months.’ ”’—(Mr. William Ruther- 
ford.) 


? 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Page 
130 
131 
135 
136 
136 

38 


14 


142 


The Postmaster-General (Mr. Sydney Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Poplar) 144 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 197; Noes, 16. (Division List No. 229.) 
Main Question, put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a third time and passed. 
Isle of Man (Customs) Bill. 
q Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Catpwei (Lanarkshire, Mid.) in the Chair. } 
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Clause 1 agreed to. 
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Clause 2 :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Clause 2 stand pari of the Bill.” 
Mr. Claude Hay... ya oe ~ ‘- oe 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (ur. McKenna, Monmouth- 
shire, N.) es ‘ ‘a me ” s~ 
Question put, and agreed to. 
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Prevention of Corruption Bill [Lorps].—As amended (by the Standing Com- 
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Mr. Ridsdale (Brighton)... a s Re etd Ee .. 148 
Mr. Barran (Leeds, N.) .. ag i a ‘ - -- 49 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 1, line 5, to leave out the word ‘ corruptly.’ °—(Mr. 
Ridsdale.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘ corruptly ’ stand part of the Bill.” 
The Attorney-General (Sir John Walton, Leeds, S.) a os .. 150 
Mr. Hills (Durham) r a me ae ee .. 153 
Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) iy ies “i i is .. 154 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the debate be now adjourned.” — 
(Mr. Dalziel.) 
The Parliamentary Secretary of the Treasury (Mr. George Whiteley, 
Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey)  .. ~ i ~~ es .. 155 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Question again proposed, “* That the word ‘ corruptly ’ stand part of the Bill.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Lupton (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) SK ae bs me .. 155 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
In page 1, line 27, at the end, to insert the words ‘ and if it is 
proved that the said principal in either of the above ways has suffered 
substantial damages.’ ”—(Mr. Lupton.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Lord Turnour (Sussex, Horsham) a a wie in .. 157 
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Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. Lupton a . ae es $% sa ia « 3 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 28, to leave out the words ‘a misdemeanour’ and 
insert the words ‘ an offence.’ ””—(Mr. Lupton.) 


Question, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill,” 
put, and agreed to. 


Lord Turnour s = Ay. ox ee es - .. 158 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 2, line 11, after the word ‘Crown’ to insert the words 
‘or under any Corporation, or any Municipal Borough or District 
Council, or any Board of Guardians.’ ”—(Lord Turnour.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir John Walton... ee ie 7 sa = .. 159 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Words inserted accordingly. 
Lord Turnour me 7 a is " - .. 189 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


9» 


“Tn page 2, line 13, to leave out Sub-section (1) of Clause 2. 
(Lord Turnour.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


Sir John Walton ee “e s ee ae a as .. 160 
Amendment negatived. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Statute Law Revision (Scotland) Bill —Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed... ae a, Mi i .. 160 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question, “‘ That this House do now adjourn ”—(Mr. 
Whiteley)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Two o’clock. 





“ge 








TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


July 18.) 
HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 18ra JULY, 1906. 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Brits [Lorps] (StaNpING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CompLiep wita).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Dover Harbour (Works, etc.) Bill 


[Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Wolstanton United Urban District Council Gas Bill [Lorps].— Verbal 
Amendments made; Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe ~emnge Bill aan —As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time .. : 


Wallasey Tramways and Improvements Bill [Lorps].— As amended, 
considered ; Amendments made; Bill to be read the third time a 


Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill anit ov 
amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill [Lorps] (By Orper).—Adjourned 
debate on Second Reading [9th July], further adjourned till Monday next 


Rutherglen Burgh Order Confirmation Bill—Considered; and ordered to 
be read the third time To-morrow a Re ae a i 


Paisley Gas and Water Provisional Order Bill.—Read a second time; 
and ordered to be considered To-morrow ss es Ay = 


Glasgow and South Western Railway Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps] 
(By Orpex).—Consideration deferred till Tuesday next, at a quarter-past 


Eight of the clock 


PETITIONS. 


Epucation (ENGLAND AND Wa.es) Biti.—Petitions against: from Blythe ; 
Dean Prior; Thrumpton ; and Towyn; to lie upon the Table 


Epucation (ENGLAND AND WaLeEs) Bitt (RELIGIOUS TEACHING).—Petitions 
against alteration of Law; from Gartree; Mackworth and Markeaton ; 
and Over (two) ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BiLL.—Petition from Littleover, for altera- 
tion; to lie upon the Table 


XXV 


Page 


161] 


161 


16] 


161 


161 


161 


161 


161 


161 


162 


162 


162 








XXVi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 18.] 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AtEns Act, 1905.—Copy presented, of return of Alien Passengers brought to the 
United Kingdom from Ports in Europe or within the Mediterranean Sea dur- 
ins the three months ending 30th June, 1906; together with the number of 
Expulsion Orders made during that period requiring Aliens to leave the 
United Kingdom [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


(QUEEN’s COLLEGE, Cork.—Copy presented, of Report of the President for the 
Session 1905-6, with Appendices [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .. 


REVENUE (COLLECTION oF TaxEs).—Return presented Relative thereto [ordered 
10th July ; Mr. McCrae]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


TrapE Reports (ANNUAL SERIEs).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Report, Annual Series, No. 3764 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Paper Latp UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Public Records 
(The Palace Court), Copy of Schedule containing a List and Particulars of 
Classes of Documents belonging to the abolished Court of the King’s Palace 
at Westminster which are not considered of sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation in the Public Record Office [by Act] 


NavaL ExpenpiturE (PrincipAL Nava Powers).—Return ordered, of the 
Naval Expenditure of each of the principal Naval Powers. showing their 
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(Mr. Thomasson.) .. 


KEcctestasticaL AssEssMENTs (ScOTLAND).—Return ordered, “ showing the sum 
levied in each parish in Scotland by way of Assessment for the building 
and repair of churches and manses, and also for any expenditure on glebes 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Customs RecuLations at THE Port or LiverPooit.—Question, Mr. C. Duncan 
(Barrow-in-Furness) ; Answer, Mr. McKenna 


SPECIAL ALLOWANCES TO Customs OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. Masterman (West 
Ham, N.); Answer, Mr. McKeana = ms 


PROMOTION oF Customs EXAMINING OFFICERS.—Question, Mr. Masterman ; 
Answer, Mr. McKenna 


CoaL CoNsuMPTION IN THE Navy.—Question, Mr. Charles Wilson (Hull, W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Edmund Robertson a one 
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Mr. Edmund Robertson : 
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Question, Mr. Watt (Glasgow College) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton 
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BLACKBURN Puprt Teachers CeNTRE.—Question, Mr. Snowden (Blackburn) ; 
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friars): Answer, Mr. Birrell a 2 — ey i pee ss 
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N.); Answer, Mr. Cherry.. aa iy re ste ns Se me 
{inet Papers.—Question, Sir H. Cotton (Nottingham, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Morley ‘ 


PURCHASE OF THREE-YEAR-OLD Horses FoR THE AnMyY.—Question, Mr. H. R. 
Mansfield (Lincolnshire, Spalding); Answer, Mr. Haldane Re nc 


Army—Inpian Drarts.—Question, Lord Castlereagh (Maidstone); Answer, 
Mr. Haldane 


BATTALIONS SERVING ON SHORT Tour.—Question, Lord Castlereagh ; Answer, 
Mr. Haldane “i ar és ze oP a ae me — 


Army ReEpucTIONs—DIsposAL OF REDUNDANT So.prers.—Question, Mr. 
Lehmann (Leicestershire, Market Harborough); Answer, Mr. Haldane... 


(ivi EMPLOYMENT OF EX-sSOLDIERS AND SatLors.—Question, Mr. Lea (St. 
Pancras, E.); Answer, Mr. Haldane 
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Mr. Haldare my a eet : 
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(Kirkeudbrightshire ; Answer, Mr. Haldane ne exe sia ae 


Return Home or REGIMENTS TO BE DISBANDED NOW IN SoutH Arrica.— 
Question, Mr. Carlile (Hertfordshire, St. Albans); Answer, Mr. Haldane .. 
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The President of The Local Government Board (Mr. John Burns, Battersea) 
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CONGESTION—THE ComMIssIon oF INQuIRY.—Questions, Mr. Ginnell ; Answers, 
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200 
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SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES).—Sir WILLIAM GuRDON reported from the 

Committee of Selection ; That they had discharged the following Member 
4 from the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures, in respect of the Town Tenants (Ireland) Bill: 
Mr. Charles Devlin ; and had appointed in substitution : Mr. Nolan. 


05 
Report to lie upon the Table 217 
05 PuBLIc Petitions CommirTEE.—Leave to the Committee to make a Special 
Report. 
Nb Special Report brought up, and read. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 270.] a «- 2 
ij 
Criminal Appeal Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Monday, July 30th, and to be printed. [Bill 316.) — .. as ~« SI 
7 
NEW BILL. 
Nx , , , it ei 
Post Office (Literature for the Blind) F ill.—* To facilitate the trans- 
mission by post of books and papers impressed for the use of the blind,” 
. presented by Mr. Sydney Buxton ; to be read a second time to-morrow, and 
to be printed. [Bill 315.] es J - “i = i ‘a, 2 
mn Education (England and Wales) Bill. 
P Considered in Committee. 


(In the Comn ittee.) 


U [Mr. Exsrorr (Oldham) in the Chaiz." 
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Clause 38 :— 
The President of the Board of Education (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N.) .. 218 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 21, line 32, after the word ‘ schools’ to insert the word: 
‘and to the Royal Hospital Schoo!, Greenwich.’ ”’—(Mr. Birrell. 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. Acland (Yorkshire, Richmond) 218 
Amendment proposed— 

* In page 21, line 32, after the word ‘ schools ’ to insert the words ‘ to 
schools for demonstration and practice connected with training colleges 
inspected by the Board of Education.’ ”°—(Mr. Acland.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) a 4 220 
Sir Henry Craik ee and Aberdeen Universities) .. 220 
Mr. Birrell +a ay iis os 220 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8S.) 220 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 21, line 32, after the word ‘ schools,’ to insert the words 
to any certified efficient school provided that one-half of the scholars 
attending the school are children boarded out under the regulations 
of the Local Government Board.’ ”—(Mr. Boland.) 

Question proposed, “* That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Birrell .. ‘a a is ih = 3 a x oo 
Mr. Boland .. a - es 5 + = 
Sir William Anson (Oxford U niversity) ie 64 “ .. 222 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 21, line 32, to leave out the words ‘ with the consent of 

the local education authority.’ ”°—(Mr. Hedges.) 
Question, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the clause,” 
put, and negatived. 
222 


Lord Balcarres 
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Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 21, line 32, to leave out from the word ‘and ’ to the end of 
the clause.”—(Lord Balcarres.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. Birrell 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) .. ™ = ee re xi 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 39 :— 
Sir William Anson 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 22, line 10, after the word ‘ made ’ to insert the words * or 
withheld.’ ”—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Rawlinson (Cambridge University) 
Mr. Birrell ‘es a we 
Mr. Burdett Coutts (Westminster) .. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Question, “‘ That Clause 39, as amended, stand part of the Bill,” put, and 
agreed to. 


Clause 40 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 22, line 17, to leave out from the word ‘ enactment’ to 
end of Sub-section (1).”—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the clause,” 
put, and negatived. 


Question, “ That Clause 40, as amended, stand part of the Bill,” put, and 
agreed to. 


Mr. Birrell .. a ee re iii 


New Clause— 


(1) If the local education authority refuse to agree to any ar- 
rangement offered to them as en the use of a schoolhouse by the 
owners thereof or if the owners of a schoolhouse refuse to agree to any 
arrangement as respects the use of the schoolhe.use offered to them by 
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the local education authority, the owners of the schoolhouse or the local 
education authority, as the case may be, may appeal to the Board of 
Education, and that Board may, if they consider that the school is re- 
quired for the purpose of providing sufficient public school accommoda- 
tion, and that the schoolhouse is structurally suitable, and that there are 
no other reasonable grounds for refusal, by order make an arrangement 
under this section with respect to the use of the schoolhouse on such 
terms as may be contained in the order, and any order so made shall 
have effect as if it was an arrangement made under this Act between 
the parties. Provided that (a) No arrangement so made by order of the 
Board of Education shall have effect for more than five years ; and 
(b) A guarantee by the owners of a schoolhouse themselves effectively 
to continue the school as a certified efficient school for a period of at 
least five years shall be treated as a reasonable ground for their refusal 
to agree to an arrangement with the local education authority. (2) 
Where an appeal under this section is made in respect of a schoolhouse 
subject to charitable trusts, and the Board of Education make an 
order on the appeal, the Board, in fixing the payment (if any) to be 
made by the local education authority for the use of the schcolhouse 
shall have regard to the extent to which effect is given to those trusts 
by the arrangement. (3) It shall be the duty of the local education 
authority and the owners of the schoolhouse respectively to comply with 
any terms contained in an arrangement made by an order of the Board 
of Education under this section. (4) The right of appeal given by this 
section shall be in addition to and not in derogation of any right of 
appeal given by this Act as regards the schoolhouse of a school in respect 
of which extended facilities are desired.” —(Mr. Birrell.) 


Brought up, and read a first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That this clause be now read a 
second time. ” 


Mr. Cave (Surrey, Kingston) ‘ a i oP bia 
gh Seely (Liverpool, Abercromby) és i “ or .. 232 
Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) ‘a 7 ee a -» 233 
Dr. Macnamara ‘ : = a ee -. 2 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) ‘ .. 239 
The Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster (Sir Henry } Fouler, " Wolver- 
hampton, EE.) .. : .. 240 
Mr. Austen Taylor (Liverpool, East Toxteth) ae ae aa .. 242 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 78 ; Noes, 327. (Division List No. 230.) 


Mr. Birrell... ea ois ne 5 3 oe 


bho 
= 
or 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 15, after clause 25, insert the following clause :—(1) The 
council of every county shall, subject to the provisions of this section, 
within two years after the passing of this Act, prepare a scheme for the 
purpose of delegating throughout their county to representative bodies 
as defined by this section some of their powers and duties with respect 
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to elementary education, and shall as soon as may be after the passing 
of this Act obtain information for the purpose of making such a scheme 
by public local inquiries and other means. 


“ No power of making a by-law under Section 74 of the Elementary 
Education Act, 1870, or of incurring expenses in respect of capital ex- 
penditure or rent on account of the provision or improvement of a 
public elementary school, and no power or duty in connection with the 
engagement, dismissal, and salaries of teachers, shall be delegated under 
the scheme, without prejudice, however, to any power of delegation 
(otherwise than by scheme) under this or any other Act. 


**(2) Where powers and duties are delegated to a representative 
body, under a scheme made in pursuance of this section, the county 
council shall charge on the area for which the representative body acts 
(in this section referred to as ‘ the delegation area ’) the whole or some 
proportion of the expenses of carrying out the power and duties dele- 
gated, or any amount of those expenses which exceeds some specified 
sum or limit, and may in addition if provision is made for the purpose 
by the scheme, charge on the delegation area any expense which appears 
to the county council to have been caused by any neglect or default of 
the representative body to perform the duties delegated to them, or 
through the withholding of any grant due to any such neglect or default. 


(3) The provisions of the scheme as to the powers and duties 
delegated, and as to the charging of expenses shall be uniform as 
respects all the delegation areas in the county. 


** (4) A delegation area must be either a local government area or a 
combination of local government areas, and the areas combined need not 
necessarily be contiguous. A representative body must be either—(a) 
a body elected for the purpose in manner provided by the scheme by the 
local government or parochial electors for the delegation area, on which 
women shall be capable of being elected ; or (b) the council of the local 
government area, where that is possible owing to the delegation area 
being a single local government area ; or (c) a body composed of mem- 
bers of the councils of such local government areas wholly or partly 
situate in the delegation area as the scheme directs, and appointed by 
those councils in such manner and proportions and subject to such con- 
ditions as may be provided by the scheme, and, if the scheme so directs, 
of additional members nominated in manner provided by the scheme, 
and not exceeding in number one-fourth of the total number of the 
representative body ; For the purposes of this provision in the case of a 
local government area being a parish not having a parish council, 
parochial electors shall be substituted for members of the parish 
council and the parish meeting shall be substituted for the parish 
council. Women shall be capable of being nominated as such additional 
members, and the scheme shall provide for the inclusion of some women 
amongst the members so nominated. 


‘* (5) Every scheme prepared under this section shall be submitted 
to the Board of Education, and shall be approved by the Board if they 
are satisfied that proper inquiries have been made before preparing the 
scheme, and that an opportunity has been given to persons interested in 
the matter for expressing their views on any scheme so prepared, and 
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that the scheme is within the powers given by this section. On the 
approval of a scheme by the Board of Education, the scheme shall have 
effect as if enacted by this Act. 


(6) If, after obtaining information for the purpose of a scheme 
under this section, the council of a county having a population according 
to the last census of less than 65,000, pass a resolution that a scheme is 
not necessary in their case having regard to the special circumstances of 
their county, and make a special report on the subject to the Board of 
Education, the Board of Education may, if they think fit, exempt that 
council from the obligation to make a scheme under this section, but 
the council may at any time, if they think fit, make such a scheme, 
although the scheme is not prepared within the time limited by this 
section. 


(7) A scheme under this section may be altered or amended by a 
subsequent scheme made in accordance with the provisions thereof, and 
a county council may at any time make such a scheme for the purpose. 


(8) A county council shall not be under any obligation to appoint 
managers under Section 6 of the Education Act, 1902, for a public ele- 
mentary school if they consider that the management of the school is 
properly provided for by delegation to a representative body. 


(9) The accounts of the receipts and expenditure of a represen- 
tative body under this section shall be made up and audited in like 
manner and subject to the same provisions (including penal provisions) 
as the accounts of a local education authority. Provided that if, in any 
case, the Local Government Board so determine, those accounts shall 
be audited as accounts of the county council, and in that case the 
auditor shall have the same power with respect to members of the repre- 
sentative body and their officers as he would have if those members and 
officers were officers of the county council. 


** (10) Any council having powers under the Education Act, 1902, 
shall, in addition to the powers given by the foregoing provisions of this 
section, have power to delegate to any persons or body of persons, with 
or without any restrictions or conditions, as they think fit, any of their 
powers and duties under the Education Acts, except the power of 
raising a rate or borrowing money, or the power to charge any expenses 
incurred under those Acts separately on any area. 


**(11) If any local authority who are elected by the local govern: 
ment or parochial electors of their area, or any representative body for 
any delegation area under this section, request the council of the county 
in which the area is situated to incur specially for the benefit of that 
area expenditure in relation to elementary education beyond the normal 
expenditure in the rest of the county, the county council may, if they 
think fit, charge the expenditure so incurred separately upon that area. 


**(12) In this section—The expression ‘county ’ does not include 
a county borough or the county of London, and does not include any part 
of a county which is not included in the area of the county council as 
local education authority under Part 3 of the Education Act, 1902. 
The expression ‘ local government area ’ means a borough, an urban or 
a rural district council, or a parish.” 
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Brought up, and read the first time. 


’ 


Question proposed, “‘ That this clause be now read a second time.’ 


Mr. Ashley (Lancashire, Blackpool) 

Lord Morpeth (Birmingham, 8.) 

Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E. 

Mr. Adkins (Lancashire, Middleton) 

Sir William Anson es kia és 
Mr. Stuart (Sunderland) .. ag a 
Lord Balcarres ‘ 
Sir Brampton Gurion (Norfolk N. . 

Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Dr. Macnamara ; 

Mr. Lane Fox (York shire W. R., Bark ston ‘Ash) 
Mr. Verney (Buckinghamshire, N.) ae 
Viscount Helmsley (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) 


Question pat, and agreed to. 
Clause read a second time. 


Viscount Morpeth .. oe wees 


Amendment proposed to the proposed new clause— 


“Tn line 1, to levve out the word ‘ shall’ and insert the word 
‘may.’ ’—(Viscount Morpeth.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ shall’ stand part of the proposed new 
clause,” 


The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education (Mr. Lough, 
Islington, W.) i 2 a a ak a i 

Lord Balearres 

Mr, Adkins 

Mr, Birrell .. 


Amendment negatived. 
Viscount Morpeth .. ee oe - ee - oe oe 


Amendment proposed to the proposed new clause— 


“Tn line 3, to leave out after the word ‘ delegating’ to the word 
‘some’ in line 4.”—(Viscount Morpeth.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the - 


proposed new clause.” 
Mr. Lough .. “> -- ee ee ee “s ee oe 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir William Anson oa oe es e ¢ - os 
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Amendment proposed to the proposed new clause— 


** At the commencement of line 8, to insert ‘ No powers in respect 
of the transfer of voluntary schools or the grant or withdrawal of 
facilities for religious instruction of some special character, and’ ”— 
(Sir William Anson.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Channing ‘s 7 a ii ye ns -- 273 
Mr. Lough .. ox ‘s 7 ey _ 7 a .. 273 
Mr. Adkins .. ae se nbs ar is me be we 24 
Sir William Anson .. My a es oe . .. QT4 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Viscount Morpeth .. as va - - - i vo ae 
Amendment proposed to the proposed new clause— 


“In line 8, after the word ‘ making,’ to insert the words ‘or 
enforcing.’ ”’—(Lord Morpeth.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Adkins iy 5 Ar ee 7 ae - se OD 
Mr. Lough a * ¥e ‘ih - rr - . wae 
Sir William Anson ys x7 oe = : a .. 216 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 45; Noes, 262. (Division List No. 231.) 
Mr. Channing ik sa a ie “ Re os ~» 299 
Amendment proposed— 
“In line 11, after the word ‘ school,’ to insert the words ‘except 
where the county council has authorised any proposal and estimate 
relating thereto.’ ’—(Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Lough.. =e ee re es a ay we .. 280 
Sir William Anson.. are ee re - vt S, .. 281 


Amendment negatived. 
Mr. Everett (Suffolk, Woodbridge) os “ es .. 281 
Amendment proposed to the proposed new clause— 


“Tn line 12, to leave out the words ‘engagement, dismissal, 
and :? °—(Mr. Everett.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the proposed new clause,” 
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Dr. Macnamara 

Mr. Lough .. 

Mr. Sileock (Somersetshire, Ww ells) 
Viscount Morpeth - 
Mr. Yozrall (Nottingham, Ww. 

Sir William Anson : 
Mr. Lough 

Mr. Cheetham (Stalybridge) 
Mr. Cave ie as 
Lord R. Cecil 

Mr. Adkin 

Dr. Macnamara 

Mr. Birrell .. 

Mr. George White .. 

Mr. Talbot (Oxford U versity 
Mr. Birrell 

Mr. Lane Fox 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 333; Noes, 66. (Division List No. 232.) 


Mr. Cheetham 


oe *e ee ee ee 
Amendment proposed to the proposed new clause— 


‘In line 17, to leave out the word ‘shall’ and insert the word 
“may. ”’—(Mr. Cheetham.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ shall’ stand part of the proposed 
new clause.” 


Mr, Lough .. és + i va ea a ee 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Lane Fox 


Amendment proposed to the proposed new clause— 
“Tn lines 18 and 19 to leave out the words “ or some proportion.’ 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the proposed new clause.” 


Mr. Lough .. ss ss ss 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby (Lincolnshire, Horncastle) 
Sir EB. Carson (Dublin University) 

Viscount Helmsley .. 

Mr. Hicks Beach (Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) 


And, it being half-past Ten of the clock, the CHarrMAN proceeded, pursuant 
to the Order of the House of the 18th June, to put forthwith the Question 
necessary to dispose of the Amendment already proposed from the 
Chair. 


Question put, “ That the words ‘or some proportion’ stand part of the 
proposed new clause,” 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 371; Noes, 98. (Division List No. 233.) 
The CHatRMAN then proceeded, pursuant to the Order of the House of the 
18th June, to put forthwith the Questions necessary to dispose of the 
Government new clauses and of the schedules to the Bill, and the Question I 
necessary to bring to a conclusion the Committee stage of the Bill. 


Question put, “ That the clause (Schemes with reference to delegation) be 
added to the Bill.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 365; Noes, 95. (Division List No. 234.) 

Another new clause (Power to require use of schoolhouse for educational 
purposes out of school hours)—(Mr. Birrell) —brought up, and read the 
first and second time. 

Question put, “ That the clause be added to the Bill.” 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 370; Noes, 95. (Division List No. 235.) I 


Another new clause (Allowance to teachers losing employment in conse- 
quence of this Act)—(Mr. Birrell)—brought up, and added to the Bill, 


Second schedule :— 
Amendments made. 
Question put, “ That the schedule, as amended, be the schedule of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 359; Noes, 93. (Division List No. 236,) 


Question put, “ That the Chairman do report the Bill, as amended, to the 
House.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 303; Noes, 141. (Division List No. 237,) 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 317.] 


Revenue Bill. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. McKenna, Monmouthshire, 
N.) a - a ee ae avs 3 a .. 3g 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Victor Cavendish (Derbyshire, W.)  .. és si is .. 3826 


Mr. Wiliiam Redmond (Clare, E.) - “ os << .. 326 
Mr. Morton (Sutherland) .. is eg ss ne .. 327 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) i “6 sa é .. 327 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) x - “ a .. 328 
Mr. Harmood-Banner (Liverpool, Everton) - .. 330 


Lhe Chancellor of the Hucehquer (Mr. Asquith, Fifeshire, E. ) 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 


Isle of Man (Customs) Bill—Read the third time, and passed 332 
Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs Bill.—Order for Third Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the third 

time.” 
Mr. Bowles (Lambeth, Norwood) 332 
Mr. Lupton (Lincolnshire, Sleafor:’) So 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a third time, and passed. 
Pusiic TRUSTEE (EXPENSES). 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair.] 

Motion made, and Question put, “ That it is expedient to authorise the 
charge on the Consolidated Fund of such sums as may be required to 
make good any liabilities incurred by the public trustee, or his officers, 
appointed under any Act of the present session to provide for the 
appointment of a public trustee, and to authorise the payment, out of 
moneys provided by Parliament, of the salaries or remuneration of the 
public trustee and his officers, and of other expenses incurred by them in 
pursuance of such Act.”—(Mr. Whiteley.) 

Mr. Claude Hay a o ‘ Pe én ie i -- oe 
Mr. R. Pearce (Staffs., Leek) re ee ae ae Be a. at 
Mr. J. M. Henderson - - Ks - a ¥‘ .. 335 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175; Noes, 25. (Division List No, 238.) 

Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 

Bills of Exchange (1882) Amendment Bill—Not amended (by the 
Standing Committee), considered. 

Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a third 
time.” 

The Attorney-General (Sir John Walton, Leeds, 8S.) e ee 337 


Question put, and agreed to." 


Bill read a third time and passed. 
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Marriage with Foreigners Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 

Mr. Claude Hay ps -. 339 

The Under-Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr, Herbert 
Samuel, Yorkshire, Cleveland) ee ; _" os 339 


Question put, and agreed to. 


pill read a second time and committed for to-morrow. 


Extradition Bill. [x.1.]—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘That this Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Mr, Claude Hay .. - es ee ee - = .. 9339 
Mr. Herbert Samuel ve Bee oe Ne a ae .. 339 


Question put, and “agreed to. 
Bill read a second time and committed for to-morrow. 


FERTILISERS AND FrEDING Sturrs (REMUNERATION).—Order for Comznittee 
thereupon read, and discharged .. “* wie - “és .. 9340 


GREENWICH Hospirat.—Resolved, “That the statement of the estimated 
income and expenditure of Greenwich Hospital and of Travers’ Foundation, 
for the year 1906-7, be approved.”—(Mr. Lambert.) a - .. 340 


REVENUE Excise Duty, Etc.—Committee to consider of authorising the im- 
position of an Excise Duty on licences to be taken out by manufacturers 
for sale of British wines and of a Stamp Duty on awards in pursuance of 
any Act of the present session to amend the law relating to Customs and 
Inland Revenue, and for other purposes connected with finance, and of 
authorising the payment of other expenses that may be incurred under 
such Act (King’s recommendation signified), this day.—(Mr. Whitley.) .. 340 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put 
pursuant to the Order of the House of July 15th. 


Adjourned at twenty-one minutes after One o'clock, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. | THURSDAY, 197TH JULY, 1906. 


The light Hon. Leonid Henry Courtney, having been created Baroi: 
Courtney of Penwith, in the county of Cornwall, wes (in the usual manner) 
intreduced .. a ss as es we os " - .- (04 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have 
been complied with: Hampstecd Garden Suburb. The same was ordered 
to lie on the Table 


Sutton District Water Bill ; Hampstead Garden Suburb Bill; South Wales 
Electrical Power Distribution Company Bill; Moved, That the order 
made on the 26th day of March last, “‘ That no Private Bill brought from 
the House of Commons shall be read a second time after the 19th day of 
June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bills be now read 2"; agreed 
to; Bills read 2* accordingly 


Edinburgh Corporation Bill; Read a with the Amendments, and saan 
and returned to the Conumons ae ae 


Sutton District Water Bill; Committed: The Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection ‘ wa a on - - 


Hampstead Garden Suburb Bill; South Wales Electrical Power Distribu- 
tion Company Bill; Committed for Tuesday next 3 an 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill; Leave given to the Select Com- 
mittee not to sit again till Monday next as Re oe ae 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [x.1.]; Wolstanton United Urban District 
Council Gas Bill |.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments 


Pontefract Corporotion Bill.—The King’s consent signified; and Bill re- 
ported from the Select Committee, with Amendments ‘ a 


Poole Corporation Water Bill. aslicaumione from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments ; ‘ “4 os ‘ es 


Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of Working Classes) Bill. 
—Reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House To-morrow 


Cork City Railways and Works Bill.—The King’s consent signified ; and 
Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments : 3 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bil].—Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Lord Castlemaine be proposed to the House as a Member 
of the Select Committee on the said Bill in the place of the Earl of Malmes- 
bury; read, and agreed to ne 


Sutton District Water Bill —Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the five Lords appointed a Select Committee on the Kingston-upon-Hull 
Corporation Bill do form the Select Committee for the consideration of the 
Sutton District Water Bill; read, and agreed to: All petitions referred to 
the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bill to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bill .. ee 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill.—Moved, That the 
order made on the 26th day of March last, ‘‘ That no Provisional Order Con- 
firmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after the 19th day of June next,”’ be dispensed with, and that the Bill be 
now read 2"; agreed to. Bill read 2" accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House To-morrow .. + a a .. 342 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill.—Read 3" (according to 
order); Amendments made: Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 342 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Sunpay Trapine.—Report from the Joint Committee (with the proceedings of 
the Committee) made, and to be printed. (No. 160.) Minutes of Evidence, 
together with appendices, laid upon the Table, and to be delivered out .. 348 


TraDE Reports: ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 3671, France (Madagascar) ; 

No. 3672. Italy (Province of Leece) ; 

No. 3673. Hayti; 

No. 3674. China (Shanghai). ik 7 ea i a .. 343 


QuEEN’s CoLtecE, Cork.—Annual Report of the President for the session 1905-6 343 


Aurens Act, 1905.—Return of alien passengers brought to the United Kingdom 
from ports in Europe or within the Mediterranean Sea during the three 
months ended 30th June, 1906; together with the number of expulsion 
orders made during that period requiring aliens to leave the United Kingdom. 343 


Humper Conservancy Commisston.—Report of the Humber Conservancy 
Commission re - ba a - os ‘i 2 .. d43 


Customs.—Fiftieth Report of the Commissioners of His Majesty’s Customs (for 
the year ended 31st March, 1906). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table .. ‘i .. 343 


Pusiic Recorps (THE Patace Court).—Schedule containing a list and par- 
ticulars of classes of documents belonging to the abolished Court of the 
King’s Palace at Westminster which are now in the Public Record Office, 
but are not considered of sufficient public value to justify their preservation 
therein: Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table Me a i Ws - 4s < as 5 .. 343 


NEW BILLS. 


Public Slaughter Houses Bill [x.1.]—A Bill to amend the law respecting 
public slaughter-houses, was presented by the Viscount Hutchison (EF. 
Donoughmore) ; read 1*; and to be printed. (No. 166.) .. si .. od44 


Post Office Sites Bill—Brought from the Commons and read 1*; to be 
printed ; and referred to the Examiners. (No, 161.) ——., ‘i .. 344 
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Statute Law Revision (Scotland) Fill. (No. 162.)—Isle of Man (Customs) 
Bill. (No. 163.) Brought from the Commons and read 1*, and to be printed 


Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs Bill.—Brought from the Commons and read 
1*; to be printed; and to be read 2* on Friday, the 27th instant. (The 
Karl Carrington.) (No. 164.) 


Bills of Exchange Act (1882) Amendment Bill.—Brought from the Com- 
mons and read 1*; to be printed; and to be read 2* on Thursday next 
(The Lord Chancellor). (No. 165.) 


THE PALACE OF WESTMINSTER. 
Lord Stanmore 


Moved, “‘ That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire and report with 
respect to the unfinished condition of the rooms in the Palace of 
Westminster appropriated to the service of this House, and their ap- 
proaches.” —(Lord Stanmore.) 


The Earl of Plymouth ‘ 
The Lord Steward of the Household (Lhe Earl of Liverpool) 


On Question, Motion agreed to, and ordered accordingly. 
MACEDONIA: 


Lord Newton 
The Under-Secretary of State jor Foreign Affairs (Lord Fitemaurice) 


House adjourned at Five o’clock, till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o’clocks 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 197s JULY, 1906. 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


ProvistonaL OrpER Bitus {Lorps] (StaAnpING OkpERs APPLICABLE THERETO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid upor the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Fetitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz. :—Tramways Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [Lords]; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 4) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time to-morrow... 


Ascot District Gas (Electric Lighting) Bill; Derbyshire and Nottingham- 


shire Electric Power Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 
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Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Extension of vanes an saat _ 
Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments . Jd2 


Cardiff Railway Bill [Lorps].—As amended, considered ; Amendments made ; 


Bill to be read the third time 352 

County of Durham Electric Power mmaety S Bill ce: —As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time .. aE 302 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply Bill |Lorps].—As amendel, con- 
sidered ; Amendments made; Bill to be read the third time pe ss Gog 

Paisley Gas and Water Provisional Order Bill.—Considered ; to be read 
the third time to-morrow - os “a ws 4 “ - 22 

MEssAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to, Baker Street and 
Waterloo Railway Bill, with Amendments. 

Amendment to Glamorgan and South Wales Water Bill [Lords]. 

Amendments to Newport Corporation Bill [Lords]; Cumberland Elec- 
tricity and Power Gas Bill [Lords]; Folkestone and District Electricity 
Supply Bill [Lords]; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill | Lords] ; 
Warboys (Union of Districts) Drainage Bill [Lords], without Amend- 
ment. 

Hammersmith, City and North East London Railway Bill.—That they 
concur with the Commons in their Message of the 5th instant in suspending 
the Hammersmith, City, and North East London Railway Bill .. - O88 

PETITIONS. 

Epucation (ENGLAND AND WaALes) Bii.—Petitions against; from Aikton 
(three); Benhall; Brandon; Brinkworth; Cumrew; Parkeston; Sale- 
hurst ; Wigton (two); and Wiltshire ; to lie upon the Table = .. 353 

EpucaTIoNn (ENGLAND AND WALEs) BiLt (ReLIGious TeAcuIna).—Petition from 
Salehurst (two); against alteration of Law; to lie upon the Table .. 353 

Epucation (ENGLAND AND WALES) Bi_L.—Petitions for alteration : from Fors- 
brook; and Wreay; to lie upon the Table .. ve - ae 

EpucaTIon (Provision or Meats) Bitt.—Petition from Dundes, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table ~ ne “ - “ - sn .. 353 

Inrant Lire Prorection.—Petition from Dartford, for alteration of Law; to 
lie upon the Table ei . ie an wa os es io 338 

Licenstne Acts.—Petition from Carlisle, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the 
Table bs ats ws Ne ae 5a os sp re .. 93093 


Polsons AND PHarmacy Bit [| Lorps].—Petition from Stockport, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table... sx wa es a en a .. 354 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Customs.—Copy presented, of Fiftieth Report of the Commissioners of Customs 
for the year ended 31st March, 1906 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Civit Services (SUPPLEMENTARY Estimates, 1906-7).—Estimate presented, of 
the further sums required to be voted for the Service of the year ending 31st 
March, 1907 [by seinen to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
271.] ; es oe ms a we ” és 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALEs) (HALF- YEARLY STATEMENTS).—Return pre- 
sented, relative thereto [ordered 25th June; Mr. Runciman]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed... [No. 272.] 


Suop Hours Act, 1904.—Copies presented, of Orders made by the Councils 
of the Borough of Stockton-on-Tees, and of the County Borough of Wigan, 
and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, fixing the 
Hours of Closing for Barbers’ and Hairdressers’ Shops within the Boroughs 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


TrapvE Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Report, Annual Series, No. 3675 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
4 
lable os 


PareR LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Housrt.—Caledonian Canal. 
Copy of One hundred and first a of the Commissioners iby me to be 
printed. [No. 273] ‘ — és P pe 


Cyprus.—Return ordered, of all sums paid in the year 1905-6 out of the moneys 
arising from the Revenues of Cyprus, in discharge of the Interest upon the 
Turkish Loan guaranteed by this country and France in 1855 ; of all the sums 
voted by Parliament during the year in aid of the Administration of Cyprus ; 
and of the Surplus remaining over and above the payments made, with 
interest thereon (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No, 281, of 
Session 1905).—(Sir Carne Rasch.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES; 


Non-PENSION WATCHERS’ WAGES.—Question, Mr. Masterman (West Ham, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. McKenna a 


Russian Duties.—Question, Sir Edward Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, 
Sir Edward Grey oy va - 


RovuMANIAN Customs TarirF oN SyPHONS —Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; 
Answer, Mr. Lloyd-George .. 


ArTack ON A British SoLDIER AT Mex.—Question, Mr. Rees (Montgomery 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Sir Edward Grey 


MorbeEr OF A KuroPEAN AT Busra.—Question, Mr. Rees ; Answer, Sir Edward — 


wey 


CountEss oF Kineston’s EsraTe.—Question, Mr. William Abraham (Cork 
County, N.E.); Answer, Mr. Bryce .. ee ee - ss 
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Aucunactoy Poitce.—Question, Mr, T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. 
Bryce ‘ 

Donery Evicrep Tenant.—-Question, Mr. Duffy (Galway, 8.); Answer, Mr. 
Bryce in 

CarrLE OUTRAGE NEAR LouGHREA.—Question, Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Bryce me a mn et 


EMIGRATION OF StonEY Estate TENANTS.—Question, Mr. John O’Donnell 
(Mayo, 8.); Answer, Mr. Bryce . 


BALLINROBE AND CLAREMORRIS RAILWAY.—Question, Mr. John O’Donnell ; 
Answer, Mr. Bryce 86) - oe : mS 


BALLINROBE CANAL.—Question, Mr. John O’Donnell; Answer, Mr. Bryce 
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already been convicted of an offence under this Act.’ ”»—(Mr. Crean.) 


Question proposed, “* That those words be there added.” 
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Bill to be read a third time upon Monday next. 


Marriage with Foreigners Bill. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 :— 
Sir E. Carson (Dublin University) ws ee 
Amendment proposed— 
“In line 3, after the word ‘ may’ to add the words ‘ if the law in 


such foreign countries requires the production of any such certificates 
as is hereinafter mentioned.’ ” 
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On the schedule. 
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Lord Turnour (Sussex, Horsham) .. ei as Hs - re 928 
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Question, “* That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill,” put and agreed to. 
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REVENUE [Excise Durty, &c.) 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
1. Resolved, That there be charged, as from the sixth day of July, 
nineteen hundred and six, on a licence to be taken out annually by a manu- 


facturer for sale of British wines, an excise duty of one pound. 


2. Resolved, that a uniform duty of ten shillings be substituted for the 
stamp duties now chargeable on an Award in England or Ireland. and on an 
Award or Decreet Arbitral in Scotland. 
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3. Resolved, That it is expedient that the amount payable out of the 
Consolidated Fund under section three of The Bank Act, 1892, shall, as 
regards Treasury Bills, be at the rate of two hundred pounds for every 
million pounds of the maximum amount of Bills outstanding at any one 
time during the financial year, in pursuance of any Act of the present session 
to amend the Law relating to Customs and Inland Revenue, and for other 
purposes connected with Finance. 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow us — = ads we 


Navy aNp Army Expenpiture, 1904-5.—Committee to consider the Savings 


and Deficiencies upon Navy and Army Grants for 1904-5, and the temporary 
sanction obtained from the Treasury by the Navy and Army Departments 
to the Expenditure not provided for in the Grants for that year—(Mr. 
MceKenna)—upon Monday next. 


Ordered, That the Appropriation Accounts for the Navy and Army Depart- 
ments, which were preseated on the 19th day of February last, be re- 
ferred to the Committee.—(Mr. McKenna.) ie s ee a 


Whereupon Mr. SpeaKeR adjourned the House without Question put, 
pursuant to the Order of the House of the 15th July. 


Adjourned at twenty-four minutes afte Two o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 20ra JULY, 1906, 

COMMISSION. 

The following Bills received the Royal Assent: 

1. Indian Railways Act Amendment. 

2. Education of Defective Children (Scotland). 

3. Reserve Forces. 

4, Municipal Corporations. 

5. Wireless Telegraphy. 

§. Forfar Corporation Water Order Confirmation. 


7. Land Drainage Provisional Order. 


fo 2) 


. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1). 


. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2). 


© 


10. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3). 


11. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4). 


~~ 
— 
. 


12. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5 
13. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) 


14. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7). 
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15. 
16. 
17. 
. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5). 
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Local Government Provisional Order (Poor Law). 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2). 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3). 


. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6). 

. Sea Fisheries Provisional Order. 

. Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1). 

. Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2). 

. Pier and Harbour Provisional Order (No. 3). 

. Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Devon, &c.). 
. Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Kesteven, &¢.). 
. Maryport Harbour. 

. Southampton Gas. 

. Gas Companies (Removal of Sulphur Restrictions). 

29. Buenos Ayres Grand National Tramways. 

. Channel Ferry Railway and Quay. 

. Hull Joint Dock. 

. Crellin’s Patents. 

. Rugby Lower School. 

. Haslingden Corporation. 

. North and South Shields Electric Railway. 

. Brixham Gas (Electric Lighting.) 

. Barry Railway. 

. Sutton, Southcoates, and Drvpool (ras. 

. Cambrian Railways. 

40. 


. Hull and Barnsley and Great Central Railway Companies 


Metropolitan District Railway. 


. Trent Navigation Company. 

3. Merthyr Tydfil Gas, 

4. Bombay, Baroda, and Central India Railway. 
. Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire Tramways. 
}. Clacton Urban District Council. 


. Newport Harbour Commissioners. 


. Railway Clearing System (Superannuation Fund). 
9, Sheffield District Railway. 
50. Kettering Water. 


Page 
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51. Bury Corporation. 
52. South Suburban Gas. 
53. Hull and Barnsley Railway (Steam Vessels). 
54. Manchester Churches. 
5, Penllwyn Railway and Road. 
56. Metropolitan Railway. 
57. Dover Corporation. 
58. London and North Western Railway. 
59. Dowlais Gas. 
60. Epsom and Ewell Gas. 
61. Waterford Corporation and Bridge. 
62. Great Central and Lancashire, Derbyshire, and East Coast Railways 
63. Newtownards Urban District Council. 
64. Midland Railway. 
65. Uxbridge Gas. 
66. Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway. 
67. Scottish Union and National Insurance Company. 
68. Cheltenham Gas. 
69. Huddersfield Corporation. 
70, London and South Western Railway 
71. London County Buildings. 
72. Metropolitan Water Board. 
3. North East London Railway. 
74. Peterborough Gas. 
75. Cardiff Gas. 
76. Manchester Corporation. 
77. Cumberland Electricity and Power as. 
78. Folkestone and District Electricity Supply. 
79. Glamorgan and South Wales Water. 
80, Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway. 
81. Warboys (Union of Districts) Drainage. 


82. Newport Corporation .. i ih - wi a4 .- O33 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lancashire Electric Power Bill.—Reported irom the Select Committee, 
with Amendments a oe Ee re Si ee wa xe OD 
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Watford and Edgware Railway Bill.—Reported with Amendments 


North West London Railway Bill.—The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported, with Amendments “9 = 


Bristol Corporation Bil!.—Reported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments . iin - ee ais a Pe “3 iP 


Wolstanton United Urban District Council Gas Bill - .|—Commons’ 


Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Great Northern Railway Bill; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway 
Bill. Read 3*, and passed as - ne ee 


Rochester, Chatham and Strood Gas Bill; Bacup Corporation Bill.— 
Read 3", with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill.—Read 
with the Amendments; a further Amendment made; Bill passed, and 
returned to the Commons 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Extension of Time) Bill a L. 


turned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments 


Ascot District Gas Electric Lighting) Bill; Derbyshire and Nottingham- 
shire Electric Power Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to 


Paisley Gas and Water Provisional Order Bill,—Brought from the 
Commons and read 1*; to be printed; and (pursuant to the Private 
oe Procedure (Scotland) Act, 189%) deemed to have been read 

(The Lord Hamilton of Dalze — and reported from the Committee. 
No 169.) : , 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11 Bill); London Govern- 
ment Schemes (London and Penge, etc.) Bill—Read 5* (according to 
order), and passed 


Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of Working Classes) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. %) Bill. House in 
Committee (according to order). The Amendments proposed by the 
Select Committee made. Standing Committee negatived. The Report 
of Amendments to be received on Monday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No 10) Bill.—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order). Bill reported without Amendment. St anding 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 5* on Monday next 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill—Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Lord Lyveden be proposed to the House as a Member 
of the Select Committee on the said Bill in the place of the Lord Castle- 
maine; read, and agreed to i - 
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PETITIONS. 


South Arrica.—Petition for extension of franchise to coloured British Sub- 
jects in South Africa ; of members of the African Political Organisation 
signing.—Read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TraDE Reports: ANNUAL SERIES.—No. 3675, Japan: Presented (by Com- 
mand), and ordered to lie on the Table ai xs 


Soop Hours Act, 1904.—Orders made by the following borough councils, 
and confirmed by the Secretary of State for the Home Department, fixing 
the hours of closing for certain classes of shops within the respective 
boroughs: Wigan: Stockton-on-Tees; Royal Leamington Spa. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 


Table 
Open Spaces Bill (No. 167); Marriage with Foreigners Bill (No. 16%). 


Brought from the Commons, read 1*, and to be printed 


Extradition Bill [1...].—Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Ground Game Bill.—Amendments reported (according to order); and Bill to 
be read 3° on Monday next 


The Education Bill. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne 
The Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Ripon) 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London No. 1) Bill 
[H.L. ].—Order of the day read for the consideration of the Comunozas’ 
Amendments. 


The Lord President of the Council (The Earl of Crewe) .. wa ae 


Moved, ‘* That the Commons Amendments be agreed to.”—(The Earl of 
Crewe.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 
Motor OMNIBUSES. 


The Marquess of Granby 

Lord Leynham 2 

Lord Montagu of Beaulieu wa ts ee ed “s ‘ 
Lord Ellenborough .. os wa wes sg ” < ‘a 
Earl Beauchamp , rr as a 
Earl Cawdor .. aA we “ is “ $4 oa «s 


EMPLOYMENT OF EX-SEAMEN. 


Lord Muskerry ‘ 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (Lord oi weedmouth) 
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CuuRcHEs (ScoTLAND) ComMIssIon. 


Lord Reay ‘ 
The Secretary of State jor the Colonies (Lhe Earl of Elgin) 


House adjourned at Six o’clock, to Monday next, a quarter before 
Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 20TH JULY, 1906. 
The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 
Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went ; and, being returned, 
Mr. Speaker reported the Royal Assent to a number of Bills. (See page 533) 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private BiLts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED witH.—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—London Squares and Enclosure 
Bill [Lords]; Buckhaven, Methil, and Innerleven Burgh Extension Bill 
[Lords]. Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 5 + 


London County Council jen eS Bill.—Lords’ Amendments 
considered, and agreed to. bad bs a ae 


London United Tramways Bill; Twickenham and Teddington Electric 
Supply Bill; Watford Gas Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to se Se ce aes ive Ae ; ; ie 


Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) Docks and Railway Bill [Lorps] 
(King’s consent signified). Bill read the third time and o— with 


Amendments 


Lord Tredegar’s Supplemental Estate Bill taal —Read the third time, 
and passed, without Amendment ‘ 


Portsmouth Water Bill [Lorps]; Ritz Hotel Bill [Lords]; West Yorkshire 
Tramways Bill [Lords] ; Wirral Railway (Extension of ae Bill - mee 
—Read the third time and passed, with Amendments ‘ 


Paisley “a and Water Provisional Order Bill.—Read the third time, and 
passec ee ee ee oo ee ns ee ee 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [Lorps]: Electric 
Lighting Provision] Orders (No. 4) Bill [Lords]; Tramways Order C onfirma- 
tion Bill [Lords]. Read a int time, and committed = i 
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Private Bitts (Group I.).—Mr. Tounmin reported from the Committee on 
Group I. of Private Bills; That at the meeting of the Committee a com- 
munication was received from Mr. Henry, one of the members of the said 
Committee, stating that he was unable, on account of his being summoned 
to take part in legal proceedings at Shrewsbury, to attend the Committee 
that day. 


Report to lie upon the Table .. o ne # 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Local Government Fro- 
visional Orders (No. 8) Bill, Edinburgh Corporation Bill, with Amendments 


PETITIONS. 


EpucaTIon (ENGLAND AND WALEs) Biii.—Petitions agiinst; From Bunting- 
ford ; Cerrig-y-drudion ; Gedling (two); Long Ashton; Longgrove; and 
Newcastle-on-Tyne ; to lie upon the Table ; ee os 


EpucATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) Bit (RELIGious TEAcHING).—Two petitions 
from Reading, against alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTIon (Provision oF Mates) (ScoTLanp) BiLi.—Petition from Govan, 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table , ; 


Inrant Lire Protection.—Petition from Islington, for alteration of Law; to 
lie upon the Table 


LimiteD PartNERSHIPs BILL [Lorps].—Petitions from Edinburgh, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table 


PLuRAL VoTinG BiLt.—Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Poisons AND PuarmMacy BiLt [Lorps].—Petitions from Gainsborough (two) ; for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


SHops BILL.—Petitions from Battersea, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Soop Hours Act, 1904.—Copy presented, of Order made by the Council of the 
Borough of Royal Leamington Spa, and confirmed by the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department fixing the Hours of Closing for certain classes of 
shops within the Borough [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


Lanp Reeistry.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered April llth; Mr. 
Rowlands] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 276.] 


DrPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INsTRUCTION (IRELAND).— 
Return presented, relative thereto [ordered July 16th; Mr. Dillon}; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 277.] #s - ~ 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Customs’ Non-PENsIONER WATCHERS.—Question, Mr. Masterman (West Ham, 
N.); Answer, Mr. McKenna 


VOL. CLXI. [Fourtn Serizs. | é 
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PoLicE AND TIME CRIBBING IN LANCASHIRE.—Question, Mr. Shackleton (Lanes., 
Clitheroe); Answer, Mr. Gladstone... Re - “i Pe -. 565 


ANNUAL LEAVE oF CLERKS TO SURVEYORS OF TAXES.—Question, Mr. Sloan 
(Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. McKenna .. oe a a ins nt SGU 


CLERKS TO SURVEYORS OF TAXES.—Question, Mr. Sloan; Answer, Mr. McKenna 568 


VIVISECTION EXPERIMENTS AT THE GORDON COLLEGE, KHARTOUM.—Question, 
Mr. G. Greenwood (Peterborough) ; Answer, Sir Edward Grey... .. 569 


Pusiic ELEMENTARY ScHoots.—Question, Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) 
Answer, Mr. Birrell oe %, Ne i 7 5 at: ~o (B60 


Pay on LEAVE oF INDIAN Civit ServANTs.—Question, Mr. Courthope (Sussex, 
Rye); Answer, Mr. Morley ba ee s 7 i .. 569 


SELEcTION (STANDING ComMITTEES).—Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON reported 
from the Committee of Selection ; That they had discharged the following 
Member from the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture 
and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, in respect of the Town Tenants 
(Ireland) Bill: Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; and had appointed in substitution : 
Mr. Haviland Burke. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


East Inp1A REveNvE Accounts.—Order for Committee read. 
The Secretary of State for India (Mr. Morley, Montrose Burghs) .. .. 570 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair (for Committee on East India Revenue Accounts.)” 


Earl Percy (Kensington, S.) oe = ss os .. 590 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydv il) . ee a ka i .. 594 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W a. “ax - i a -. O88 


Amendment proposed— 


** To leave out from the word ‘ that’ to the end of the Question, 
and add the words ‘ in view of the responsibility of Parliament in refer- 
ence to the Government of India, and in order to provide for a more 
effective control over Indian questions, it is expedient to place the 
salary of the Secretary of State for India on the Estimates ’— 
(Mr. Keir Hardie)—instead thereof.’ 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) 2 + ‘3 mA .. 600 
Mr. Rees (Montgomory Boroughs) .. ‘ i o .. 602 
Mr. J. M. Robertson (Northumberland, T yneside) a ee .. 608 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) .. és - or .. 610 


Question put. 
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The House dividied :—Ayes, 153; Noes, 89. (Division List No. 242). 


Main Question again proposed, ‘‘ That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair.” 


Sir C. Schwann (Manchester, N.) .. “3 = os .. 619 
Sir W. Evans Gordon (Tower Hamlets, s, Stepney) _ - a .. 622 
Sir H. Cotton (Nottingham, E.) wa . aN .. 628 
Mr. O'Grady (Leeds. EB.) .. a ms ne ee - .. 633 


Mr. Secretary Mor tey rose in his place, and claimed to move, “‘ That the 
Question be now put.” 


Question, “ That the Question be now put,” put, and agreed to. 
Main Question put accordingly, and agreed to. 

(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Bison (Staffordshire, W.), in the Chair]. 


Resolved, That it appears from the Accounts presented to Parliament that 
in 1904-5 the Revenue of India amounted to £84,812,971, the Ex 
penditure charged against Revenue to £81,356,905, and the Capital 
Expenditure not charged to Revenue to £6,258,195.—(Mr. Secretary 
Morley.) 


Resolution to be reported. 


Post Office (Literature for the Blind) Bill.—Bill was read a second time, 
and committed for Monday next - 63é 


REVENUE (Excise Durty, Etc). 
Resolutions reported— 


1. “ That there be charged, as from the sixth day of July, nineteen 
hundred and six, on a licence to be taken out annually by a manufacturer 
for sale of British wines, an excise duty of one pound.” 


2. “ That a uniform duty of ten shillings be substituted for the stamp 
duties now chargeable on an award in England or Ireland, and on an Award 
or Decreet Arbitral in Scotland.” 


3. “ That it is expedient that the amount payable out of the Con- 
solidated Fund under section three of the Bank Act, 1892, shall, as regards 
Treasury Bills, be at the rate of two hundred pounds for every million 
pounds of the maximum amount of Bills outstanding at any one time during 
the financial year, in pursuance of any Act of the present session to amend 
the Law relating to Customs and Inland Revenue, and for other purposes 
connected with Finance.” 


Resolutions agreed to... an - ye “a wt “ -- 63% 


Dean Forest (Re-Committed) Bill.—Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment ae s Consent aacsiaaids ; Bill read the third time, 
and passed es : , o “ -- 638 
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Land Tax Commissioners Bill.— 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time. 


Sir F. Banbury (City of London) .. a or sis Ae .. 639 
Mr. J. H. Lewis (Flintshire) ei ~~ us es wa .. 639 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Tuesday, October 23rd. 


Ordered, That the Members for Counties do prepare lists of the Christian 
and Surnames of Commissioners for executing the Land Tax Acts for 
their respective Counties. 


Ordered, that Members for Boroughs and Places having Commissioners 
exercising exclusive jurisdiction within the same under the said Acts do 
prepare similar lists of Commissioners for executing the said Acts within 
such Boroughs and Places respectively. 





Ordered, That Members for other Boroughs and Places do prepare similar 
lists of Commissioners for executing the said Acts for the Counties 
in which such last-mentioned Boroughs and Places are situate—(Mr. 
Herbert Lewis.) 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put, 
pursuant to the Order of the House of the 13th July. 


' Adjourned at two minutes after Seven o’clock till Monday next. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 23rp JULY, 1906. 


The Right Hon. George John Shaw-Lefevre, having been created 
Baron Eversley of Old Ford, in the county of London—Was (in the usual 


manner) introduced. 
The Right Hon. William James Pirrie, having been created Baron 
Pirrie of the City of Belfast—Was (in the usual manner) introduced. 


Sir John Jones Jenkins, Knight, having been created Baron Glantawe 
of Swansea, in the county of Glamorgan—Was (in the usual manner) 
introduced. 


George Armitstead, Esquire, having been created Baron Armitstead 
of Castle hill,in the City of Dundee—Was (in the usual manner) introduced 641 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House, That the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that 
no further Standing Orders are applicable to the following Bill :—Post 
Office Sites. 


The same was ordered to lie on the Table ae Be oe .. 641 
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Todmorden Corporation Bill—Read 3", with the Amendments; further 
Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons ; 


St. John’s (Westminster) Improvement Bill.—Read 3°, with the Amend- 
ments, and passed, and returned to the Commons ‘ es a 


Tottenham and Edmonton Gas Bill—Read 3*, with the Amendments ; 
a further Amendment made; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons 


Middlesex County Council (General Powers) Bill; Dersy Gas Bitt.— 
Read 3*, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Lord Tredegar’s pee | Estate Bill nas 1 dinsiiaial from the 
Commons agreed to ; ; 


Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) Docks and Railway Bill [x.1.] ; 
Ritz Hotel, Limited, Bill [H.L.]; Wirral Railway (Extension of Time) 
Bill [4.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments .. 


Portsmouth Water Bill [x.1.]; West Yorkshire Tramways Bill [#.1.].— 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill; London United Tram- 
ways Bill; Twickenham and Teddington Electric Supply Bill; Watford 
Gas Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—House in Committee 
(according to order) ; Amendments made ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
the Report of Amendments to be received To-morrow 


Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of Working Classes) 
Bili; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—Amendments 
reported (according to order), and Bills to be read 3* To-morrow 


Local Government Provisional alae ene m Bill.—Read 3* tonaing 
to order), and passed : 


PETITIONS. 


Epucation.—Petition to be allowed to continue to give Church of England 
teaching in schools; of teachers in non-provided schools in Framland, 
Peterboro ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Epucation.—Petition against the abolition of the voluntary school system ; 
of inhabitants of Kirkham, Lancaster ; read, and ordered to lie on the Tabl: 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NataL.—Further correspondence relating to native disturbances in Natal (in 
continuation of [Cd. 2905.], May, 1906) 


TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE River Cotony.—Further correspondence relating to 
affairs in the Transvaal and Orange River Colony (in continuation of (Cd. 
2563.] July, 1905) - 
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British Gutana.—Further correspondence relating to disturbances in British 
Guiana (in continuation of [Cd.'2822.], March, 1906) . “a .. 643 


TRADE Reports :” ANNUAL SERIES.— 


No. 3676. France (French Budget for 1906). 
No. 3677. Zanzibar. 
No. 3678. Colombia (Barranquilla)... a sea ae i .. 648 


Houses oF PARLIAMENT (FREscoEs).—Further memoranda by Professor Church, 
F.R.S., concerning the wall paintings in the Palace of Westminster .» 643 


Roya University or IRELAND.—Royal Warrant bearing date September 16th, 
1905, amending the Statutes ; Royal Warrant bearing date June 6th, 1906, 
amending the Statutes a a - i ne + .. 648 


’ Epucation (ScoTLawp).—Minute of the Committee of Council on Education in 
Scotland, dated July 19th, 1906, tate: for — aap in aid of vertain 
school boards in Scotland - «- 643 


Motor Cars (RoyaL Commisston).—Report of the Royal Commission on Motor 
Cars. Vol. 1. Report. Vol. II. Minutes of evidence, with appendices and 


index. 
Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table .. e, .. 643 
Dean Forest Bill.—Read 1*. and to be printed. (No. 170.) .. - .. 643 


CAPTURE OF MERCHANT Suips IN WAR TIME 


Lord Ellenborough .. - is es .. 645 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (Lord T’ weedmouth) $a - <« 


Alkali, etc., Works Bill. 


Order of the day for the Third Reading read. 
‘* Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 3*.”—(Earl Carrington.) 


Lord James of Hereford .. 649 
Lhe President of the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries (Earl Carrington) 649 


On Question, Bill read 3* and passed. 


CoNGESTED Districts BoARD. 


Lord Clonbrock re be - - Y as .. 649 
Lhe Marquess of Londonderry eis vi i si ws -- 653 
Lord Oranmore and Browne en i “a “a wi .. 657 
Lord Denman ee oh = es rf - a -- 659 
Lord Ashbourne... - a - a a4 we no ae 
The Earl of Mayo .. ‘ re .. 662 
The Lord President of the ( ‘ouncil (The Earl ei ( reve - ne .. 664 
The Marquess of Lansdowne ea od + .. 668 


House adjourned at a quarter past Six o’clock, till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 23rd JULY, 1906. 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Baker Street and Waterloo enti Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, 
and agreed to... , me re a - .. 670 


Cardiff ee Bill eae —Read the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments . - ee “s es = ee .. 670 


County of Durham Electric Power aiid -_ iii —To be read the 


third time to-morrow... 671 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric ead Bill rDs |,—Read the third time 
and passed, with Amendments By Vs as < oF 


Wallasey Tramways and Improvements Bill [Lorps}] (King’s Consent 
signified).—Bill 1e.d the third time and passed, with Amendments a 


Crediton Gas Bill {Lorps|; Havana United Railways and Regla Ware- 
houses Bill [Lords].—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time... 671 


Kent Electric Power Bill [Lorps].—As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time .. a od i = «. Ga 


Truro Gas Bill [Lorps].—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 671 


Bute (English and —— Estates Bill amen —Read a second time, and 
committed ae Se a v= GZ 


Local Government Provisional Orders — me Bill.—Lords’ Amendments 
considered, and agreed to. ; ; a «. 


Nettlebed and District Commons Bill {Lorps] ; Shropshire, Worcestershire, 
and Staifordshire Electric Power Bill [Lords].—Reported, withAmendments ; 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed es ws e <« 


South Eastern and London and Chatham Railway Bill. 
Mr. Morton (Sutherland) - re we as = ae 671 


Bill, as amended, considered ; to be read the third time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDs. 


That they have agreed to: Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No.11) Bill; Local Government Schemes (London and Penge, etc.) Bill ; 
Great Northern Railway Bill; London, Brighton, and South Coast Rail- 
way Bill, without Amendment. 


Rochester, Chatham, and Strood Gas Bill; Bacup Corporation Bill ; 
London County Council (Tramways and Improvements) Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 


Amendments to Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London, No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 
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Wolstanton United ane nnsien omen oe Bill ean, without 
Amendment 


PETITIONS. 


EpucaTIon ENGLAND AND WALES BiLL.—Petition from Leicester, against ; 
to lie upon the Table 


South Arrica (CONSTITUTIONS OF TRANSVAAL AND THE ORANGE RIVER 
CotontEs).—Petition from Cape Colony, for enfranchisement of the coloured 
races; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE RIVER CoLtony.—Copy presented, of Further Corres- 
pondence relating to affairs in the Transvaal and Orange River Colony 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


NataL.—Copy presented, of Further Correspondence relating to Native Dis- 
turbances in Natal [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


British Gurana.—Copy presented, of Further Correspondence relating to 
Disturbances in British Guiana [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 3676 to 3678 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table 


Moror Cars (Royat Commission).—Copy presented, of Report of the Royal 
Commission on Motor Cars, Vol. I., Report. Vol. II., Minutes of Evidence, 
with Appendices and Index [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Epucation (Scortanp).—Copy presented, of Minute of the Committee of 
Council on Education in Scotland, dated July 19th, 1906, providing for 
Special Grants in aid of certain School Boards in Scotland [by Command]: ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Roya UNIveRSITY OF IRELAND.—Copies presented, of Royal Warrants, dated 
September 16th, 1905, and June 6th, 1906, amending the Statutes of the 
University [by Command]; to lie upon the Table wih 


REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENGLAND, ScOTLAND AND IRELAND. ote 
presented, relative thereto [ordered July 3rd; Mr. John oe 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. ‘276. as 


Houses or ParLiamMENT (FREScoES).—Coyy presented of Further Memoranda 
by Professor Church, F.P.8., concerning the Wall Paintings in the 
Palace of Westminster [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table _ 


TrusTEE Savincs BAanks.—Return ordered, “‘ (1) from each Savings Bank in 
England and Wales, Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, con- 
taining, in columns, the names of the Officers, their respective salaries, and 
other allowances, if any; the amount of security each gives; the annual 
expenses of management, inclusive of all payments and salaries, for the 
year ended the 20th Day of November, 1905; the rate per centum per 
annum on the capital of the Bank for the expenses of management; the 
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rate of interest paid to Depositors on the various amounts of deposit, and 
the average rate of interest on all accounts; the number of accounts re- 
maining open; the total amount owing to Depositors; the total amount 
invested with the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt ; 
the balance in the hands of the Treasurer at the 20th day of November, 
1905; the total amount of the separate Surplus Fund on the 20th day 
of November, 1905; other assets, including estimated value of Bank 
premises, furniture, etc.; the total assets; the total amount of Govern- 
ment Stock standing to the credit of Depositors ; the number and amount 
of annuities granted ; and the average cost of each transaction; also the 
year in which business commenced in each Bank, and the name of the day 
or days, and the number of hours in the week, on which the Banks are 
open for the deposit and withdrawal of moneys; including in such Return 
a list of all such Savings Banks as, under the provisions of the Act 26 Vic. 
c. 14, or otherwise, have been closed and have transferred their funds, or 
any part thereof, to the Post Office Savings Banks ; showing, in each case, 
the number of such Banks as well as the number and amount of Depositors’ 
accounts so transferred, and the amount of compensation, if any, made 
to all or any of the Officers of such Banks respectively ; and showing 
also the years in which such Banks were respectively opened and closed, 
and the number and amount of their Depositor’s balances, and the number 
of days and hours in each week on which the same Banks were open for 
public business at the close of the year next preceding the date of such 
closing ; distinguishing the same, as in the Return, for each separate 
county, as well as collectively, for England and Wales, Scotland, Ireland, 
and the Channel Islands, and for the United Kingdom: and (2) for the 
year ending the 20th day of November, 1905, showing the total number 
of Depositors in Trustee Savings Banks; the total number of deposits ; 
the average amount of each deposit account; the average sums paid in 
and drawn out; the total number of persons who have deposited in single 
sums the entire amount allowed to be deposited during the year (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 275, of Session 1905).’”—(Sir 
Frederick Banbury.) as 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


OVERTIME AND SunpAY Duty tn Lonpon TELEPHONE DEPARTMENT.—Question, 
Mr. Steadman (Finsbury, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton , 


Lonpon PostmEN AND County CounciL ELEcTions.—Question, Mr. Wiles 
(Islington, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton .. ‘ a 
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Question, Mr. H. J. Tennant (Berwickshire) ; Answer, Mr. Gladstone 


DELAY IN TELEGRAPHING Mr. HALDANE’s SpeEcH TO Norwicu.—Question, 
Mr. Tillett (Norwich) ; Answer, Mr. Sydney Buxton .. ‘ ts ad 


CoMMISSIONERS FOR PUBLISHING THE ANCIENT Laws OF I[RELAND.—Question, 
Mr. Ginnell (Westmeath, N.); Answer, Mr. Bryce : oy ny 


TRANSLATION OF ANCIENT LAws oF IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Ginnell; Answer, 


Mr. Bryce .. ; 
F. 


DISCHARGES FROM WooLwicH ARSENAL.—Question, Mr. Crooks (Woolwich) ; 
Answer, Mr. Haldane a ae a ee 
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Education (England and Wales) Bill.—Order for consideration, as amended, 
Tead. 


Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, E.) i re as ai i .. TAL 


Motion made and question proposed, “‘ That the Bill be recommitted in 
respect of Clauses 4 and 25.”—(Lord R. Cecil.) 


The President of the Board of Education (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N.).. .. 744 


Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) 745 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) 748 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) : 749 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Loy George, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) , ‘ 750 

Sir Wiliam Anson (Oxjord U niversity) 752 
Mr. Rawlinson (Cambridge University) 754 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) 755 
Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Aston Manor) 757 

Question put, “ That this Bill be recommitted in respect of Clauses 4 
and 25.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 146 ; Noes, 279. (Division List No. 243.) 
Lord R. Cecil : ‘3 es “a .. 763 
Viscount Helmsley (Yorks, W ds Thirsk) om - és .. 766 

New clause :— 

“ Notwithstanding anything contained in section fourteen of the 

Education Act, 1870, religious instruction in a public elementary school 
may include instruction in the tenets and formularies of any religious 
denomination.” —(Lord R. Cecil.) 

Brought up, and read the first time. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause be now read a 
second time.” 
The Solicitor-General (Sir W. Robson, South Shields) .. i << ae 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ae Ae ve oe co 169 
Dr. Macnamara ee - ea - oo 
Sir Henry Craik (Glasgow and Aberdeen U 'niversities) a a <a 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) a = on fos . te 
Mr. William nian, (Clare, E.) ae ie re (, 
Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East Tozteth) ie vs es 5 
Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, Honiton) “i - + +) oe 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, By «5 eis wie “a .. 783 
Mr. Wyndham (Dover) ste ee i er - .. 785 
Mr. Bridgeman (Shropshire, Oswestry) - - ae oe .. 788 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 114; Noes, 254. (Division List No. 244.) 


Mr. Laurence Hardy (Kent, Ashford) a a ‘is ee << GOR 
Sir Francis Poweli (Wigan) - ex - - ne .. 794 
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New clause :— 


‘* Whenever a local education authority in any public elementary 
school, provided or deemed to be provided by them, allows religious 
instruction of the character permitted under section fourteen of the Ele- 
mentary Education Act, 1870, such instruction shall be in accordance 
with the principles of the Christian faith, as set forth in the Apostles’ 
Creed.’ ”°—(Mr. Laurence Hardy.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the clause be now read a 
second time.” 


Mr. Birrell 
Question put, and negatived. 


Viscount Morpeth (Birmingham, S.) : 
Mr. Hicks Beach (Gloucestershire, Tewkesbur) y) 


New clause :— 


‘* All public elementary schools shall, when the local education 
authority are the council of a county, have a body of managers, con- 
sisting of a body of managers not exceeding two, appointed by that 
council, together with a number not exceeding four, appointed by the 
minor local authority.”—( Viscount Morpeth.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause be now read a 
second time.” 


The Parliamentary aiid to the lioard of Education (Mr. Lough, 
Islington, W.) ; as a 2 - is 


Question put, and negatived. 


Viscount Morpeth 


New clause :— 


‘“* When a local education authority provides means of conveyance 
for a child between its home and a public elementary school, it shall not 
be a reasonable excuse for the purposes of Section 74 of the Elementary 
Education Act, 1870, that there is no public elementary school open 
which such child can attend within three miles of its residence.— 
(Viscount Morpeth.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Lough 

Mr. J. Ramsay Macdonald (Leicester) 
Mr. Verney (Bucks., NV.) 

Mr. Hicks Beach 
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Question put, and negatived. 


New 


Mr. Samuel Roberis (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Mr. Butcher (Cambridge University) 


clause :— 


“* Where the local education authority propose to discontinue any 
existing voluntary school they shall give public notice of their intention 
to discontinue such school, and the managers of such school or any ten 
ratepayers in the area served by such school may, within three months 
after the notice is given, appeal to the Board of Education on the 
ground that the said school is required and is better suited to meet the 
wants of the district than any other school proposed to be provided by 
the local education authority.” —(Mr. Samuel Roberts.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Question proposed, “ That the clause be now read a second time.” 


Mr. Birrell .. oe: as 

Sir Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) 

Sir William Anson 

Sir Philip Magnus (London Ui niver sity) 
Mr. Carlile (Herts, St. Albans) 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 138; Noes, 261. (Division List No. 245.) 


New 


Mr. Pickersqill (Bethnal Green, S.W.) 
Dr. Macnamara 


clause :— 


“ On and after the appointed day, the property, powers, rights, and 
liabilities of the London County Council in relation to education and of 
the education committee of the London County Council shall be trans- 
ferred to a new body, to be called the Education Board for London. 


“The Education Board for London shall be a body corporate, and 
shall consist of one member for each electoral division of the administra- 
tive county of London (with the exception of the city of London, which 
shall return two members), elected on the same franchise and for the 
same period as county councillors, and women shall be eligible for 
election. 


“The first election of the Education Board for London shall take 
place at the same time as the election of the London County Council 
in the year one thousand nine hundred and seven, unless the Board of 
Education shall appoint some other day for such election. 


“The ‘ appointed day ’ shall be the first day of April, one thousand 
nine hundred and seven, or such other day, earlier or later, but after the 
election of the Education Board for London, as the Board of Education 
may appoint.”—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 
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Rrought up and read the first time. 


2? 


Question proposed, “ That the clause be now read a second time. 


Mr. Birrell... ¥e “9 me aa 3 af - -- S&B 
Sir Edwin Cornwall (Bethnal Green, N.E.) My oe ae .. 825 
$n ‘A oe x is a 826 


Mr. Bridgeman 
Question put, and negatived, 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 26, to leave out the word ‘ may,’ and to insert the 
words ‘ appear to.’ °—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question, “ That the word ‘may’ stand part of the clause” put, and 
negatived. 


Proposed words inserted. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 27, to leave out * by the authority.’ ”—( Jr. Birrell.) 


Question, “That the words ‘by the authority’ stand part of the clause,’ ’ 
put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 27, after the word ‘ authority,’ to insert the words 
‘subject to the right of the owner of a schoolhouse which is not held 
under any charitable trust himself to carry out, if he wishes it, any 
alterations or improvements so required, and to recover from the local 
education authority any expenses which, in the opinion of the author- 
ity, or in case of dispute, in the opinion of the Board of Education, 
care reasonably incurred for the purpose.’ ”—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question, “* That those words be there inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
Motion made, and Question, “ That farther proceedings on consideration of 
the Bill, as amended, be now adjourned ”—(Mr. Birrell)—put, and 


agreed to. 


Bill, as amended, to be further considered To-morrow. 


Rutherglen Burgh Order Confirmation Bill [By ae —Read the third 
time, and passed. P 4 


. 


Deanery of Manchester Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Emmort (Oldham, in the Chair.] 
f2 
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Clause 1 :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the clause stand part of the 
Bill.” 
Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) .. ‘4 oi is .. 831 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Chairman do report pro- 
gress, and ask leave to sit again.” 


Mr. George Whiteley ‘i as ¥ er i se .. 832 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 49; Noes, 307. (Division List No. 246.) 
Clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported without Amendment. Read a third time and passed. 


Labourers (Ireland) Bill—Bill as amended by the Standing Committee 


considered. 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, S.) ‘a -. 835 
New clause :— 

“Every person whom a district council propose to employ as 
architect, engineer, surveyor, or clerk of works for the purposes of the 
Labourers Acts shall satisfy the Local Government Board that he has 
sufficient knowledge and experience for such employment.”—(Mr. 
Bryce.) 

Brought up, and read the first time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the clause be now read a 
second time.” 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. on ‘ is ai .. 836 
Mr. T. L. Corbett (Down, N.) 7 ex - - ee .. 836 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause added to the Bill. 
Mr. O’Shee (Waterford, W.) es Pe ei ‘bs “s <« CH 


New clause :— 


‘No limitation as to the area of the parcel of land which may 
be allotted to an agricultura] labourer as defined »y “the Labourers 
Acts shall apply in the case of land acquired by a district council by 
agreement subject to the approval of the Local Government Board.”— 
(Mr. O' Shee.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 
Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8S.) . ; a bg .. 838 
The Financial ween to the Treasury tr McKenna, Monmouth- 
shire, N.) : : a, “a .. 838 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. O’Shee vs es ue ‘a a -- 839 
Mr. William O’Brien (Cork) a die a oa * .. 839 


New clause :— 
“The powers and duties of the Local Government Board shall 
be exercised by an officer of the Board who shall be described as the 
Labour Commissioner.”—(Mr. O’ Shee.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause be read a second 


time.” 
Mr. Bryce ee = ed At = me sae ar .. 840 
Mr. J. Redmond a ova we hep ay ee : .. 840 


Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn.’ 
Mr. Flynn .. se ny oe ss a a ae .. 84l 
New clause :— 

“In Section 8 of the Act of 1891 which limits the time within 
which the sanitary authority shall take steps for carrying an improve- 
ment scheme into execution ‘one month’ shall be substituted for 
‘three months.’ ””—(Mr. Flynn.) 

Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That this clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Bryce x. i os a a or ea .. S41 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. Kendal O’Brien (Tipperary, Mid.) .. ” Si % .. 841 
Mr. Sheehan (Cork Co., Mid.) .. ‘i iy -- : .. S41 


New clause :— 


“This Act shall apply so far as possible in accordance with the 
rules and adaptations to be made under the Act to all improvement 
schemes originated but not completed before the date when this Act 
comes into operation.” —(Mr. Kendal O’ Brien.) 
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Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Bryce .. ale as wie “ - es a .. 842 
Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. Halpin (Clare, W.)_.. ss st ss - i .. 842 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ss sds a is .. 842 


New clause :— 


“ An agricultural labourer who is tenant to a district council of a 
cottage and plot or of an allotment under the Labourers Acts shall be 
deemed for purposes of turbary to be an occupier of land on the estate 
of which the plot or allotment formed part prior to its acquisition by 
the district council.”—(Mr. Halpin). 





Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Bryce... 4 a ws ie ak e rr .. 843 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause read a second time and added to the Bill. 
New clause :— 


“The second proviso in Section sixteen of the Act of 1885 shall 
be and the same is hereby repealed.” —(Mr. Lundon.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause be read a second 
time,” put, and agreed to. 


The clause was read a second time and added to the Bill. 


Mr. Kendal O’Brien.. 5 - oS i a: .. 84 
Mr. Sheehan os ahs = ie a oe ve .. 844 


New clause to be added— 


“The words ‘ public road ’ in Section three of the Act of 1886 shall 
be deemed to include any road or passage over which a public or 
private right of way exists.”"—(Mr. Kendal O’Brien.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 
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The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Cherry, sett mains .. 45 
Ur. James Campbell (Dublin University) .. 845 
ir, T, M. Healy (Louth, Fi - oe i - .. 846 
Mr. Walter Long _—"* County, S.) .. a ia “3 .. 846 
Mr. John Redmond . re a x. $3 os 7 .. 847 
Mr. Bryce na ~ a ie 4 oi a .. 847 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Aves, 239; Noes, 27. (Division List No. 247.) 
Amendment proposed in the proposed new clause— 


“To leave out the words down to the word ‘over’ in line 2 of 
the clause in order to insert the following words ‘notwithstanding 
anything in Section 3 of the Labourers Ireland Act, 1886, lands for 
the purpose of this scheme may be selected if they immediately adjoin 
or are accessible from a road or lane.’ ””—(Mr. Cherry.’ 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


Mr. James Uampbell - Pe - a 0 ne .. dl 
Mr. T. M. Healy .. ‘a i si ‘ = ‘3 .. 851 


Question put, and negatived. 
Proposed words inserted. 

Clause, as amended, adced to the Bill. 
New clause— 

“The inspector appointed by the Local Government Board 
to hold the inquiry as to the propriety of confirming an improvement 
scheme, or some other person appointed by the Local Government 
Board, shall, during such inquiry and in the same place, forthwith 
proceed to decide on the amount of compensation to which he may con- 
sider the claimant to be entitled in each case in manner provided by 
the Second Schedule to The Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, 


ad make his award as soon as conveniently may be.”—(Mr. Halpin.) 


Brougnt up, and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause be read a second 


time.” 

Mr. Bryce .. ‘ i Pa = a .. 852 
Mr. J. P. Farrell ( (Longford, Y,) 8 a ‘ci és e .. 853 
Mr. John Redmond a a: eA ae =¢ .. 853 


Question put and negatived. 


Mr. Crean (Cork, S.£.) mo ss “s aS i oe ee 854 
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New clause— 


“That, in order to secure economy and efficiency in the ad- 
ministration of the Labourers Acts, a rural district council may make 
provision for the erection of any or all of the cottages included in an 
improvement scheme by their engineer or other qualified officer directly 
employing skilled workmen at the standard rate of wages prevailing in 
the district.” —(Mr. Crean.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Question put and negatived. 
Mr. Bryce... oe “s at ‘ - dis be .. 855 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 20, after the word ‘interested,’ to insert the 
words ‘including any agricultural labourers by whom or on whose 
behalf representations have been made.’”—(Mr. Bryce.) 


Question, “‘ That those words be there inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
Mr. Bryce és as ‘a + es ‘i xs - .. 856 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 25, to leave out from the word ‘schemes’ to 
end of line 32.”°—(Mr. Bryce.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause. 


Mr. John Redmond - he es - 4 es .. 856 
Question put, and negatived. 
Words omitted. 

Mr. Campbell - se 7 ‘a _ ms hi - OT 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 16, to insert, at the end, the words ‘ Any person 
interested who has presented a petition which has not been withdrawn 
may appeal from the decision of the Local Government Board, confirm- 
ing the order, to the judge of assize for the county in which it is pro- 
posed that house accommodation shall be provided for and taken 
compulsorily. The judge of assize shall hear the appeal and determine 
all questions arising thereon, and may either confirm the order with 
or without amendment or disallow the same and may award costs to be 
paid by or to any of the parties to the appeal. Rules of Court regu- 
lating the practice, procedure, and costs, applicable to appeal under 
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this section, and prescribing the time within which an appeal may 


be brought may be made by the authority having power to make 
tules of Court for the Supreme Court.’ ”’—(Mr. Campbell.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. Bryce .. we ‘3 ‘ = 3 - Pe .. 859 
Mr. Charles Craig .. - ” ie 4 ee ha .. 861 
Mr. Fetherstonhaugh (Fermanagh, W.) .. ot os 7 .. 861 
Mr. Walter Long .. ee 2 - 5d és m .. 862 
Mr. Cherry .. ‘i as i by 4 - 3 .. 863 
Mr. T. M. Healy .. 2% ~ - - +4 éd .. 864 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 25; Noes, 221. (Division List No. 248.) 

Mr. Campbell ws ze me = se re re ex “SOG 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 7, line 30, to leave out ‘ sub-section (9.). 


Question proposed, “ That the sub-section proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


Mr. Bryce .. ia 7” i - ue ar “i .. 868 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 218; Noes, 25. (Division List No. 249.) 

Mr. Campbell 7" - oo 8s - 7 is .. 869 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 7, line 41, at end, to insert ‘ unless the Court shall other- 
wise order.” ”—(Mr. Campbell.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 

Mr. Cherry xi ei ais - - ‘ - >» =871 
Question put, and negatived. 
Amendments proposed— 


“Tn page 8, line 15, to leave out ‘ October,’ and insert ‘ March.’ ”— 
(Mr. Bryce.) 


“Tn page 8, line 16, to leave out ‘ six,’ and insert ‘ seven.’ ””— 
I 
(Mr. Bryce.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Mr. John Redmond re si ee gs se ee ae OF 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 9, line 37, at end, to add—‘(2) Where any moneys 
borrowed before the passing of this Act for the purposes of the L: rbourers 
Acts are not repaid at the passing of this Act any rural district council 
by which such moneys are owing may borrow on the like security such 
amount as may be required for purpose of paying off such moneys in 
whole or in part. Advances for the purpose of this sub-section may be 
made by the Irish Land Commission to a rural district council out of the 
Trish Land Purchase Fund, as if the same were required for the pur- 
chase of land by a tenant from a landlord under the said Act, and all 
such advances shall be repaid by an annuity in the same manner as if the 
rural district council to whom such an advance is made were a tenant 
purchasing land under the said Act.—(Mr. J. Redmond.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
Lhe Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Asquith, Fifeshire, E.)  .. .. 873 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, wane 8i4 
Mr. Charles Craig ‘ 878 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“Tn page 10, line 13, to leave out Clause 18.” —(Mr. Lonsdale.) 
Question proposed, “ That Clause 18 stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Bryce... we “ re - es vs -. 8 
Mr. I. L. Corbett .. is LUNs “3 - .. 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8. ) - gs i sa a o> =O 
Mr. Healy .. , “9 - ie ba .. 880 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W ) 5 oe - - .. 880 
Mr. Sloan (Belfast, S.) a3 os =e ae ae ~ .. 88l 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 203 ; Noes, 25. (Division List No. 250.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 10, line 25, at end, to add the words ‘ or by a son of any 
such labourer.’ ””°—(Mr. William O’Brien.) 
Mr. Bryce... - 4% “e 3 eh ea +“ .. 883 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“* In page 10, line 30, to leave out the word ‘ advances,’ and to insert 
the words ‘ an advance.’ ”—(Mr. Cherry.) 


Question, “ That the word ‘ advances’ stand part of the clause,” put, and 
negatived. 
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Proposed words inserted. 
Mr. O’Shee “si ve oe “a - ee we -- 885 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 10, line 32, to leave out from the word ‘ who’ to end of 


clause, and to insert the words ‘ resides on or in the neighbourhood 
of the estate.’ ”>—{Mr. O’ Shee.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Go 
oO 
OU 


Mr. Cherry 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 10, line 33, to leave out from the word ‘ advance ’ to end 
of clause, and to insert the words ‘ resided on the estate or in the 
neighbourhood thereof. Provided that any pre-existing tenancy 
under the Labourers Acts of the applicant for the advance shall be 
determined before the advance is made.’ ”—(Mr. Cherry.) 


Question, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill,” 
put, and negatived. 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 
Mr. O’'Shee .. + “ ee ee ee ee - .. 886 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ thereof’ to the end of the proposed 
Amendment.”—(Mr. O’Shee.) 


Question, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the pro- 
posed Amendment of the Bill,” put, and agreed to. 


Words, as amended, inserted in the Bill. 


Amendments proposed— 


“In page 11, line 6, at end, to add ‘and the registration shall 
be made free from all rights and equities referred to in Sub-section 3 
of Section 29 of that Act. (2) Where any land, the ownership 
of which is registered, is conveyed to a district council for the 
purposes of the Labourers Acts the registration shall be made 
iree from the said rights and equities.’ °—(Mr. Cherry.) 


“In page 12, line 19, to leave out the words ‘ in connection with,’ 
and to insert the word ‘under.’ ”—(Mr. Cherry.) 


“In page 12, line 22, leave out ‘ under the said Acts.’ ”—(Mr. 


Cherry.) 
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“In page 12, line 29, after ‘1903,’ insert ‘as amended by this 
Act.” °—(Mr. Cherry.) 
| e 
“Tn page 12, line 30, leave out from ‘ labourers ’ to end of clause.” 
—(Mr. Cherry.) 


Amendments agreed to. 
Mr. Fetherstonhaugh 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 12, line 33, to leave out from the word ‘ Acts,’ to the 
end of the sub-section, and insert the words ‘the Lord Chancellor, 
the Vice-President of the Local Government Board, and the President 
of the Incorporated Law Society of Ireland for the time being, or 
member of the council of that society to be nominated by the said 
council, may make rules fixing the amount of fees and providing for 
the taxation and payment of any costs to be received, allowed, or paid 
in relation to the confirmation of improvement schemes under the 
Labourers Acts.”—(Mr. Fetherstonhaugh.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


Amendment negatived. 
Amendments proposed— 
“In page 12, line 34, to leave out the first ‘ may.’ ”»—(Mr. Cherry.) 


‘In page 12, line 34, after the word ‘ things,’ to insert the words 
‘may for the purpose of securing expedition, fix the periods within 
which inquiries shall be held and improvement schemes dealt with 
and may.’ ”—(Mr. Cherry.) 


“In page 12, line 36, after the word ‘confirmation,’ to insert 
the words ‘and carrying into execution.’”—(Mr. O'Shaughnessy.) 


Amendments agreed to. 
Mr. T. L. Corbett 
Another Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 13, line 24, at the end, to insert the words, “ For the pur- 
poses of this Act the term ‘labourer’ will include—(1) Fishermen, 
whether employed in sailing vessels or in steam trawlers ; (2) Artisans 
who are exclusively employed by farmers or on work on farms.’”’— 
(Mr. I. L. Corbett.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. Bryce .. 

Mr. William Rutherford (Liverpool, ‘West Derby) 
Mr. Sheehan ws 
Mr. Ginnell (W 'estmeath, J Nv.) 
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Lord Turnour 
Mr. O’Shee 
Mr. Crean 
Mr. Bryce 
(Juestion put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 78; Noes, 137. (Division List No. 251.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.’ ”°—(Mr. Bryce.) 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 195; Noes, 19. (Division List No. 252.) 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That this House do now adjourn’Y’—(Mr. 
Whiteley)—put, and agreed te. 


Adjourned at a quarter after Four o’clock, a.m. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 24raH JULY, 1906, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
St. Pancras Electricity Bill—Reported, with Amendments ... 
Hackney Electricity Bill—Reported, with Amendments .. ‘ts 
London County Council (Money) Bill —Reported, with Amendments 
South Lincolnshire Water Bill.—Reported, with Amendments 
Hampstead Garden Suburb Bill.—Reported, with Amendments 


South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Company Bill.—Reported, 
with Amendments ~ ae ee a = 3 ae Pe 


Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) Docks and Railway Bill [x..]; 
Ritz Hotel, Limited, Bill [H.1.]; Wirral Railway (Extension of Time) 
Bill [u.1.], Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to sc 


Cork City Railways and Works Bill; Lancashire Electric Power Bill; 
Bristol Corporation Bill. Read 3*, with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons ays 


Cardiff Railway Bill [.1.]; Newcastle-upon-Tyne (Electric Supply) Bill 
[H.L.].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The 
said Amendments considered, and agreed to .. 
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Wallasey Tramways and Improvements Bill [x. Miia iaes from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments - P ve i ~ 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Baker Street and 
Waterloo Railway Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill.—Leave given to the Select Com- 
mittee to continue sitting in the absence of the Lord Lyveden ee 


Rutherglen Burgh Order Confirmation Bill.—Brought from the Commons. 
Read 1*; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have been read 2" (The Lord Hamilton of 
Dalzell), and reported from the Committee. (No. 173.) _ 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—Amendments re ihe 
(according to order), and Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next 


Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of Working Classes) Bill; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill. Read 3* (according to 
order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Extension of saned Bill H.L 1} “ 


Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to 


PETITIONS. 


AMBULANCE.— Petition for inquiry as to the desirability of an ambulance service 
for London ; of the Kensington Borough Council ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SErRIES).—No. 3697. Italy: Supplemeatal Report of 
Trade of South Italy for 1905 .. : ie 


NAVIGATION AND Suippinc.—Annual statement of navigation and seis of 
the United Kingdom, for the year 1905 ‘ ‘ , - 


Sraristics.—Statistical Abstract for the United Kingdom in each of the last 
fifteen vears from 1891 to 1905. Fifty-third number. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 

Nava. Priz—E Monry.—Account showing the receipt and expenditure of naval 
prize, bounty, salvage, and other moneys between Ist April, 1905, and 
3lst March, 1906 es + - on “ 

({ENERAL Prisons (IRELAND) Act, 1877.—Order in Council approving of rules 
made by the general prisons board providing that certain privileges may be 


earned by convicts through industry and good conduct in prison 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .. 





Page 


897 


897 


897 


898 


898 


898 


808 


BUS 


898 


898 


898 


899 


899 





Ju 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 24.] 
NEW BILLS. 


Marriage Act Amendment Bill [a.L].—A Bill for the Amendment of the 
Marriage Act, 1823, was presented by the Lord Ampthill (for the Viscount 
tidley) ; read 1*, and to be printed. (No. 174.) en ds 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [4.1.]—Commons Amendments to be con- 
sidered on Thursday next “ “ 


Deanery of Manchester Bill.—Brought from the Commons and read I", and 
to be printed. (No. 171.) bs a a 


Labourers (Ireland) Bill.—Brought from the Commons and read L'; to be 
printed ; and to be read 2" on Friday next. (Zhe Lord Denman.) (No. 172.) 


Tue New Army ScHEME. 
Lhe Earl of Donoughmore .. 


Moved, “ That an humble Address be presented to His Majesty for Papers 
relating to the reductions in the military forces of the Crown now 
being made and projected, and the changes in organisation consequent 
thereon.”—(The Viscount Hutchinson (£. Donoughmore) ). 


Earl Temple 

Earl Roberts 

Lhe Duke of Bedford 

The Under-Seeretary of State for War hone Earl of Portsmouth) 
Viscount Hardinge , 5 ; oe 
The Earl of Meath 

The Earl of Denbigh 

The First Lord oj the Admiralty (Lord Tw cedmouth 

Lord Newton 

Viscount Goschen 

Lord Grimthorpe 

Lord Ampthill 

The Earl of Erroll 

The Marquess of Lansdowne 

The Lord Privy Seal (The Marquess of Ripon) 


On Question, Motion agreed to ; and ordered accordingly. 


House adjourned at a quarter before One o’clock a.m., to Thursday 
next, half-past Ten o’clock 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 24ra JULY, 1906. 
The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Edinburgh pepeaiien Bill—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed 
to : Be an “i ws : 
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County of Durham Electric Power Supply Bill [Lorps] (sy OrpER).— 
Order for Third Reading read and discharged. Bill recommitted to the 


former Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have leave to sit and proceed forthwith.— 
(The Deputy Chairman.) .. a yi - oe ms" .< 30 


County of Durham Electric Power Supply (Re-committed) Bill [Lorps]. 
Reported, with Amendments. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed ete ie if mn es ee mh «. DE 

Private Britis (Group 1).—Mr. TovuLmin reported from the Committee on 
Group 1 of Private Bills; That, for the convenience of parties, the Com- 
mittee had adjourned till Thursday, at Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table .. 2 oe a - .. 1013 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to, Alkali, &c., Works Bill ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill, without Amendment. 
Todmorden Corporation Bill; St. John’s (Westminster) Improvement Bill ; 
Tottenham and Edmonton Gas Bill; Middlesex County Council (General 
Powers) Bill; Derby Gas Bill; Cork City Railways and Works Bill, with 
Amendments. 


Amendments to, Portsmouth Water Bill [Lords]; West Yorkshire Tram- 
ways Bill [Lords], without Amendment - i = v 1013 
PETITIONS. 


EpvucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) BiLL.—Petitions against ; From Bristol ; 
Hoddesdon ; Saltash ; and, Walberswick ; to lie upon the Table .. «« LOIS 


Epvucation (ENGLAND AND Wa tgs) Bitt (RELIcIous TEeacuine).—Petitions 
against alteration of Law; From Cole Orton (two) ; Conway ; Coulsdon ; 
Croscombe ; Cucklington (two); St. Ishmael’s ; and Wandsworth (two) ; 
to lie upon the Table... ? ” ~ - ie i .. lol 


Lanp Vatvues Taxation, &c. (ScOTLAND), Bitt.—Petition from Glasgow, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ee i sts 2 ue .. lol4 


LocaL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICATION OF WoMEN) BILL.—Petition from Wands- 
worth, in favour ; to lie upon the Table bs od = e -» 1014 


Poisons AND PHARMACY BILL [Lorps].—Two Petitions from Burry Port, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table ae 7 a - ws .. 1014 


SoutH Arrica (CONSTITUTION OF THE ‘TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE RIVER 
CoLonIEs).—Petition from coloured British subjects in South Africa, for 
enfranchisement of the coloured races ; to lie upon the Table - .. Old 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GENERAL Prisons (IRELAND) Act, 1877.—Copy presented, of Order in Council 
approving of Rules made by the General Prisons Board, providing that 
certain privileges may be earned by convicts through industry and good 
conduct in Prison [by Act]; to lieupon the Table .. ae we .. 1014 
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StaTisticaL Apstract (UnireD Kinepom.)—Copy presented, of Statistical 
Abstract for the United Kingdom in each of the last fifteen years from 1891 
to 1905, Fifty-third Number [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. 1014 


NavVIGATION anp Suippinc.—Copy presented, of Annual Statement of Naviga- 
tion and Shipping of the United Kingdom for the year 1905 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table... - - 3 ie ef .. 1014 


Nava Prize Money.—Account presented, showing the Receipt and Expenditure 
of Naval Prize, Bounty, Salvage, and other Moneys between April Ist, 1905, 
and March 31st, 1906 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 280.].. ad Fagg OL Nar th cee ee eee 1014 

TraDE Reports (ANNUAL Sertes).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Report, Annual Series, No. 3679 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table fe “ i is es sf ¥ ne xa .. 1015 


East Inpia (BritisH ‘Troops).—Address for ‘“ Return of Disease among 
European Troops in India for the last ten years, showing vearly in reference 
to each regiment, battery, detachment, ete. (which has been in India for 
not less than four years), the strength, admissions to hospital per 1,000 for all 
forms of Disease, admissions to hospital per 1,000 for Contagious Disease, 
and the stations where such regiments, etc., have been quartered, also 
showing the annual average ratios for the period covered of all forms of 
Disease and of Contagious Disease.”—(Mr. Henry J. Wilson.) .. .. 1015 


Avpir oF County Accounts (IRELAND) (FEEs).—Return ordered, “* showing 
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—(Mr. Jeremiah MacVeagh.)  .. = a m He i .. 1015 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 8, to leave out sub-section (2) of Clause 2.”—(J/. 
Ashley.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out, to the word 
‘ for,’ in line 13, stand part of the Bill.” 


The President of the Board of Education (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N.).. .. 1059 
Sir William Anson (Oxford University)  .. a St .. 1059 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 2, line 13, after the word ‘ schoolhouse,’ to insert the 
words ‘ or permit it to be used either in consideration of a payment or 
free of charge.’ ”—(Mr. Birrell.) 

Question, uh: hat those words be there inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 13, after the word ‘ purposes,’ to insert the words 
‘of public or social utility.” °—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question, “‘ That those words be there inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
Lord R. Cecil (Marylebone, BE.) .. is ee “3 4 .. 1060 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 2. line 13, after the words last inserted to insert the 
words ‘ not incongruous with the trusts on which the schoolhouse is 


held.’ ”—(Lord R. Cecil.) 


Wuestion proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) . . - a a ey .. 1061 
Mr. Birrell .. oe 7 2 oo i .. 1061 
Mr. Talbot (Oxford U niversity) os - 5 " x .. 1062 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 2, line 16, after the word ‘ public,’ to insert the words 
‘or educational.’ ”’—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question, “ That those words be there inserted,”’ put, and agreed to. 


Mr. Harold Cox (Preston) .. os es gi ~ + .. 1062 
Mr. Hart-Davies (Hackney, N.)  .. 7 22 re es .. 1064 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 2, line 20, at the end, to insert the words, ‘ If the local 
education authority refuse to agree to any arrangement offered to them 
as respects the use of a schoolhouse by the owners thereof, or if the 
owners of a schoolhouse refuse to agree to any arrangement as respects 
the use of the schoolhouse offered to them by the local education author- 
ity, the owners of the schoolhouse may appeal to the Board of Edu- 
cation to continue the school as a State-aided school, and the Board shall 
grant the appeal provided that—(a) there is in the neighbourhood 
another school where religious teaching in accordance with Section 14 
of the Education Act of 1870 is given ; (6) that the schoolhouse is struc- 
turally suitable for a school ; (c) that the owners of the schoolhouse are, 
in the opinion of the Board, in a position to carry on the school as an 
efficient elementary school with the aid of a Parliamentary grant as 
hereinafter defined. The Board shall from time to time examine every 
such State-aided school in order to ascertain whether the buildings are 
maintained in a sanitary and otherwise suitable condition and whether 
elementary secular education is being efficiently given. If these con- 
ditions are found to be satisfied the Board shall, notwithstanding any- 
thing in this Act, pay to that school, although it is not a school provided 
by the local education authority, the Parliamentary grants which 
would be payable in respect of the school or the scholars in the school if 
it was a school so provided.’ ”—(Mr. Harold Coz.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) . 

Sir Henry Crack (Glasgow and Aberdeen U niversities ) 
Mr. Birrell .. 

Mr. A. J. Balfour ae 

Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford) 

Mr. J. W. Wilson (Worcestershire, N.) .. 

Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) . 
Mr. C. B. Harmsworth (Worcestershire, Droitwich) 
Sir William Anson ee - 
Mr. Adkins (Lancashire, Middleton) 

Viscount Morpeth (Birmingham, 8.) 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 155; Noes, 318. (Division List No. 253.) 
Lord Rk. Cecil .. 

Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 2, line 33, after the word ‘ify to insert the words * re- 
quired by the owners or trustees.’ ”—(Lord R. Cecil.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. Birrell... 

Mr. Laurence Hardy (Kent, Ashford) 
Mr. Butcher (Cambridge University) 
Mr. Birrell uy ny 6 
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Mr. Evelyn Cecil . 1097 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
‘Tn page 2, line 33, to leave out the words ‘ under this section.’ ”— 
(Mr. Evelyn Cecil.) 
Question proposed, “ That those words stand part of the Bill.” . 2 
Mr. Birrell .. .. 1099 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 1100 
Mr. Birrell... .. 1101 
Lord R. Cecil .. . 1101 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Cave . 1102 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 5, line 2, to leave out the words ‘ not more than.’ ”— 
(Mr. Cave.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 
Mr. Birrell .. 1008 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) .. 1105 
Mr. Laurence Hardy “ ss .. 1104 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Education ne Lough, 
Islington, W.) ey a a4 .. 1104 
Mr. Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam) 1104 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 272; Noes, 114. (Division List No. 255.) 
Mr. Lough «« LO 


Amendment Ancient to the Bill— 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


“In page 3, line 3, at end, to insert the words ‘ and the mornings 
fixed by the loc al education authority shall be the same mornings in the 
week for all those children, unless the authority on account of the ac- 
commodation in the school, or the number of classes in the school, 
consider that the instruction cannot be efficiently given on the same 
mornings to all the children whose parents wish them to receive it.’ ”— 
(Mr. Lough.) 
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. 1123 


Mr. Rawlinson 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“Tn line 4, after the word ‘ classes,’ to insert the words ‘ or chil- 
dren.’ °—(Mr. Rawlinson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Mr. Lough . 1123 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. 1124 
Mr. Lane- Fox . 1124 
Question put, and negatived. 
Main Question again proposed. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour . 1124 
Main Question put, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 318 ; Noes, 54. (Division List No. 257.) 
1127 


Lord Balcarres 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, line 4, to leave out the word ‘giving.’ °—(Lord 
Balcarres.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Bill.” 

The Solicitor-Genera, (Sir W. Robson, South Shields) .. vA 4 TQS 
Sir William Anson °.. ei si ms 7 re .. 1180 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. se sei me ae ath a0 .. 1130 
Dr. Macnamara ne at <i + LYSE 
Sir Henry Cravk (Glasgow and Aberdeen U ‘niversities) es = + 
Sir W. Robson ms i ee bg $4 i ‘i .. 1132 
Mr. Evelyn Cecil .. “5 es ny ‘3 .. 1133 
Viscount Helmsley (Yorkshire, N.R.. Thirsk) .. os ae .. 1133 
Mr. Cave es : ~ a ae ne wh .. 1134 
Mr. Birrell .. ss a a = Ma a Hs .. 1134 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Rawlinson es - - “ - i <3 .. 1134 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 35, line 6, at the end, to insert the words, ‘If any question 
arises as to the facilities afforded under this section for the giving of 
religious instruction of a special character such question may be de- 


termined by the Board of Education.’ ”°—(Mr. Rawlinson.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words be there inserted in the Bill.”’ 


Mr. Austin Taylor (Liverpool, East cents o 7 ss .. 1135 
Sir William Anson 3 by = .. 1137 

Mr. Hedyes (Kent, Tonbridge) ot of be ' Zi 1137 
Mr. Birrell re re os a we .- 1138 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 159; Noes, 315. (Division List No. 258.) 


Motion made, and Question, ‘ That further consideration of the Bill, as 
amended, be now adjourned ”—(Mr. Birrell) put, and agreed to. 


Bill, as amended, to be further considered to-morrow. 


Glasgow and South Western Railway Order Confirmation Bill [Lorps] 
(By OrpER).—Order for consideration, as amended, read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill, as amended, be now 
considered.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the debate be now adjourned,” 
(Mr. Lamont.) 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Sir Frederick ne a Fe a be Be a «- B73 

Mr. O'Mara ms .. = = = oe -« AV 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 2, line 31, to leave out the word ‘ seven,’ and insert the 

word ‘ fourteen.’ —(Sir Frederick Banbury)—instead thereof.” 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘ seven’ stand part of the Bill.” 

Sir Edward Strachey fe ue oe B _ a «<» VG 


Amendment negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 5, line 7, after the word ‘ destroyed ’ to insert the words 
“in a manner to cause as little pain as possible.”—(Mr. Thornton.) 


Question, “ That those words be there inserted,” put, and agreed to, 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 15, after the word ‘ shilling’ to insert the words 
* Every home to which dogs are taken by the police shall be required 
to keep a register giving a brief description of each dog received, the 
name of the police station from which it was received, w ith the date, and 
the manner in which it has been disposed of. Every such register shall 
be open to inspection by any member of the public on payment of one 
shilling.’ ”’—(Mr. Weir.) 


Question, “ That those words be therein inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“* In page 4, line 2, at beginning to insert ‘ but such consent shall not 
be withheld if the court is of opinion that the conditions for exemption 


mentioned in the said section are duly complied with on the part of the 
applicant.’ ”—(Mr. Cathcart Wason.) 


Question, “‘ That those words be therein inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 4, line 10, at end, add, ‘ (3) No fee shall be payabie in 
respect of any application or consent under this section.’ ”—(Sir Edward 


Strachey.) 


Question, “ That those words be there inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


Mr. Starkey (Nottinghamshire, Newark) .. “ “ cs .. L174 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 12, to leave out the words ‘a sheep’ and insert 
the words ‘ any cattle.’ ”—(Mr. Starkey.) 


Question, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the clause,” 
put, and negatived. 


Proposed words inserted. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 14, to leave out the word ‘summary.’ ”—(Sir 
Edward Strachey.) 


Question, “ That the word ‘summary’ stand part of the clause,” put, and 
negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 





“Tn page 4, line 14, after the word ‘ conviction,’ ,to insert the words 
‘under the Summary Jurisdiction Act.’”’—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


Question put, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted,” put and agreed to, 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 24, at end, to add the words, ‘ (d) Until the first 
day of January nineteen hundred and twelve section five shall not apply 
to any application for the renewal of a certificate of exemption in force 
at the date of the passing of this Act.’ ””—(.Vr. Crombie.) 


Question, “ That those words be there inserted, ” put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Crown Lands (Re-committed) Bill —Considered in Committee, and reported ; 
as amended, to be considered to-morrow 2 as th me . MEAG 


Pusiic TRUSTEES | EXPENsES].—Resolution reported, “‘ That it is expedient to 
authorise the charge on the Consolidated Fund of such sums as may be re- 
quired to make good any liabilities incurred by the Public Trustee, or his 
officers, appointed under any Act of the present session to provide for the 
appointment of a Public Trustee, and to authorise the payments, out of 
moneys provided by Parliament, of the salaries or remuneration of the 
Public Trustee and his officers, and of other expenses incurred by them in 
pursuance of such Act.” 


Resolution agreed to és - vs - - . 1176 
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Infectious Disease (Ireland) Bill.—Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘* That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Mr. Charles Craig (Antrim, 8.) . ~- LVIG 
The Attorney-General for Ireland ( Mr. ¢ ‘herry, Liverpool, Exchange) «>» 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 


Charitable Loan Societies (Ireland) Bill—As amended (by the Standing 
Committee), considered 


Bill read the third time, and passed... fe Pe e .. 1176 
Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put, pur- 


suant to the Order of the House on the 13th July. 


House adjourned at twenty-six minutes before Two o’clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 257TH JULY, 1906. 


The House met at a quarter before Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill meni 


Read the third time and passed, with Amendments « WG 


Buickhaven, Methil, and Innerleven Burgh Extension Bill [Lorps] ; 
London Squares and Enclosures Bill [Lords]. Read a second time, and 
committed a < Se ae bs we a te s+ S97 


NEWBURGH AND Nort Fire Raltway (EXTENSION OF TIME) ORDER CONFIR- 
MATION.—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under The Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the Newburgh and North Fife 
Railway, presented by Mr. Sinclair, and ordered (under Section 7 of the Act) 
to be considered To-morrow oe 2 a or as 8 ~~ ERGs 


Great Northern (Ireland) and Midland Railways [Lords] Bill.—Re- 
ported with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 1177 
PETITIONS. 
EpucaTIoN (ENGLAND AND WALES) BILL.—Petitions against; From Brad- 
bourne; New Ferry; St. George, Wigan; Tytherington; and, West 


Stockwith ; to lie upon the Table es ic 5 me i ow WERT 


SaLE or INroxicaTinc Liquors on SunpAy B Lu.—Petition from Borrowash, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table... ‘fs 5 i a x» SOR 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


(‘yprus.—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered July 19th; Sir Carne 
Rasch] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 282.] 


GGOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS (ConTRACTS).—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered May 18th ; Sir Howard on to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 283. 7 wis - es i , 


LocaL GovERNMENT Boarp.—Copy presented, of Supplement to the Thirty- 
fourth Annual Report of the Local Government Board, 1904-5, containing 
the Report of the Medical Officer for 1904-5 [by eins to lie upon the 
Table , , i 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Report, Annual Series, No, 3680 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Lanp Law (Irenanb) Act, 1887 (Eviction Norices).—Copy presented, of 
Return of Eviction Notices filed during the quarter ended June 30th, 1906 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


Loca GOVERNMENT Boarpb (IRELAND).—Copy presented, of Annual Report of 
the Local Government Board for Ireland, for the year ended March 31st, 
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Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House.—Royal University 
of Ireland. Copy of Account of Receipts and Expenditure of the Royal 
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Report of the Comptroller and Auditor-General thereon [by Act]; to be 
printed. [No. 284.] 


Mipwives.—Address for “ Return showing the names of Institutions approved 
as Training Schools for Midwives by the Central Midwives Board and the 
number of Midwifery cases treated by each during’ the twelve months pre- 
vious to the Board’s approval 
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1178 
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1178 





Number of Cases. 
Name of Institution. 


Intern. Extern. 


—Mr. Helme 


SCIENTIFIC SOCIETIES (GOVERNMENT GRANTS) —Return ordered, “ showing all 
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Mr. Bryce - e r ack Si 4 jo “a -» 1216 
Lorp SouTHWELL’s BALLINGRANE Limerick EstaTe.—Question, tMr. O’Shaugh- 

nessy (Limerick, W.); Answer, Mr. Bryce .. “ me ‘i .. 1216 
Arva Eviction.—Question, Mr. Vincent Kennedy ; Answer, Mr. Bryce .. 1216 


MaGIstTrATES APPOINTMENT FEES.—Questions, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8.), Mz. 
Joyce (Limerick) ; Answers, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Cherry, 
Liverpool, Exchange) .. is by es - ne = .. 1217 


EpvucaTIoN OF THE BLIND aND DeEaAr.—Question. Mr. Vincent Kennedy ; 
Answer, Mr. Bryce ar e "e ee me a i .. 1218 


Cavan PostaL SeRVICE.—Questions, Mr. Vincent Kennedy and Mr. O’Shaugh- 
nessy ; Answers, The Postmaster-General (Mr. Sydney Buxton, Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) - re - - ” - me .. 1218 

RATHKEALE Post Orrice.—Questions, Mr. O‘Shaughnessy ; Answers, Mr. 
Sydney Buxton .. i ey - A es Bs i -. 1219 


Roscrea CasTLes.—Questions, Mr. Lonsdale, Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) ; 
Answers, Mr. McKenna - es - - ” “3 »~ 3309 


NortH Sea Fishery INvVESTIGATIONS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The 
Prime Minister and First Lord of the Treasury (Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 
Stirling Burghs) .. as Ee - se ss $s 3 a«° 1220 


THe Prime MINISTER AND THE Duma.—Questions, Lord Turnour (Sussex, 
Morsham) ; Answers, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .. Ae oo, .. 1220 


Justices of the Peace (No. 2) Bill.—Lords Amendments to be considered To- 
morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 326.] > we ~ -. 1221 


Conveyancing Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be read a second time 
on Tuesday, 25rd October, and to be printed. [Bill 328.] .. an .. 1221 


Married Women’s Property Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time ; to be ead a 
second time upon Tuesday, 23rd October, and to be printed. [Bill : 329.] .. 1221 


Settled Land Bill [Lorps].—Read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Tuesday, 23rd October, and to be printed. [Bill 530.] “i .. 1221 
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Railways (Contracts) Bill.—‘‘ To amend the Law relating to Railway and 
Canal Companies’ Rates and Conditions of Conveyance,” presented by Mr. 
Hooper ; supported by Sir William Holland, Mr. Channing, Sir Benjamin 
Stone, Mr. J. W. Wilson, Mr. Cecil Harmsworth, Dr. Hazel, and Mr. Hyde ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 24th October, and to be printed. 
[Bill 324.] : S bi 


Architects’ Registration Bill.—‘“ To provide for the Registration of Archi- 
tects,” presented by Mr. Atherley-Jones ; supported by Sir George Fardell, 
Mr. Hamar Greenwood, Mr. Fenwick, Sir Christopher Furness, Mr. John 
O’Connor, and Mr. Wallace; to be read a second time upon Wednesday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 325.] 


Education (England and Wales) Bill—As amended, further considered. 


Sir Wiliam Anson (Oxford University) 
Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“ Tn page 3, line 7, to leave out the word ‘ may,’ and insert the word 
‘shall.’ ”’—(Sir William Anson.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the word ‘ may ’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Hunt (Shropshire, Ludlow) 

Dr. Macnamara, (Camberwell, N.) 

Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, .) 

Mr. Lupton (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 

Mr. Paul (Northampton) : 

Mr. A. J. Balfour (City of London) 

The President of the Board of Education (Mr. Birrell, Bristol, N. 
Mr. Lyttelton (St. George’s, Hanover Square) 
Mr. Adkins (Lancashire, Middleton) 

Mr. Masterman (West Ham. NV.) 

Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, N.) 

Mr. Verney (Buckinghamshire, N.) 

Mr. Leif Jones (Westmoreland, Appleby) — 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 247; Noes, 160. (Division List No. 261). 


Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Aston Manor) 
Sir Francis Powell - 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 3, line 10, to leave out the words, ‘ in an urban area.’ ”— 
(Mr. Evelyn Cecil.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


. 1221 


.- 1222 
. 1223 
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The Solicitor-General (Sir W. Robson, South Shields) .. ns .. 1256 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) “ ” we i .. 1258 
Mr. Lane-Fox (Yorkshire, W.R. Barkston Ash) - aa .. 1269 
Mr. Lupton .. et es - a i .. 1261 
Mr. Talbot (Oxford University) és x - an di .. 1262 
Mr. George White (Norfolk, N.W.) - vs As re -« 1968 
Mr. Abel Smith (Hertfordshire, Hertford) .. Re ~ oF .. 1266 
Mr. Bridgeman a aii me 7 “ ee .. 1266 
Mr. Birrell .. es oy ve ee .. 1267 
Mr. A. J. Balfour .. Sa i a s i ei sc, 20 


Mr. BrrreE.t rose in his place and claimed to move, “‘ That the Question be 
now put.” 


Question, “ That the Question be now put,” put and agreed to. 


Question put accordingly, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Bill.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 245; Noes. 118. (Division List No. 262.) 
\mendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 16, after the word ‘taken’ to insert the words 
previously to the inquiry.’ ”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question, “ That those words be there inserted,” put, and agreed to 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 17 and 18, to leave out the words ‘ regulations 
made for the purpose by the Board of Education,’ and to insert the 


words ‘ this section.’ ”’ 


Question, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the clause,” 
put, and negatived. 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ this section ’ be there inserted.” 


Lord R. Ceeil eects E. i oe ae = ai de os 1215 

Mr. Birrell... es, ae i = a .. 1275 

Dr. Macnamara 1275 
Question put, and agreed to, 

Lord R. Cecil oe - a2 er a ae a we EN 

Mr. Lane-Fox ie Ms a oh re — a « QTE 


Amendment proposed— 


ce » Hd 
In page 3, line 19, to leave out the words ‘ the parents of’ and 
insert the words ‘ of the parents voting those representing.’ ’—(Lord 
Cecil.) 


“<< proposed, “ That the words ‘ the parents of’ stand part of the 
] ” 
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Mr. Lupton a re a! a an =. ay .< WA 
Mr. Birrell We e ne a - or a .. 1278 
Lord Balcarres oe *; a of es = A «= 3259 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 240, Noes, 94. (Division List No, 263.) 


Mr. Evelyn Cecil .. bs 83 - a act ~ .- 1263 
Mr. Burdett Coutts (Strand, Westminster) wi ad an .. 1285 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 17, to leave out the words ‘ at least four-fifths’ 
and insert the words ‘ a reasonable number.’ ”—(Mr. Evelyn Cecil.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


The Parliamentary Sec an to the Board ay Education (Mr. wane = 


ton, W.) ‘es 1285 
Sir William Anson .. ; 3 - - ws a .. 1285 
Dr. Hazel (West Bromw ich). . mT % ee .. 1287 
Mr. Raulinson (Cambridge U niversity) si 5 - .. 1289 
Sir Philip Magnus (London University) .. — a bs -- 1289 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 265; Noes, 105. (Division List No. 264.) 
Sir Henry Craik (Glasgow and Aberdeen Universities) .. a .. 1293 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 3, line 21, to leave out from the word ‘that,’ to end of 
line 24, and insert the words ‘ suitable provision is made for the religious 
instruction of children attending the school whose parents desire for 
them facilities for religious instruction of a different character.’ ”—(Sir 
Henry Craik.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Sir W. Robson : es ae a re x .. -1296 
Sir E. Carson (Pullin U niversity 2 - oe a .. 1298 
Sir William Anson , = 3 ti * sat .. 1298 
Sir Thomas Esmonde ae - me ats ae m > 1800 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 324; Noes, 141. (Division List No. 265.) 
Amendment proposed— 


a) 


‘other.’ "—(Mr. Birrell.) 


“Tn page 3, line 23, after the word ‘the,’ to insert the word 
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Question, ‘‘ That the word ‘ other’ be inserted in the Bill,” put, and agreed 
to. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 3, lines 23 and 24, to leave out the words ‘ whose parents 
do not desire those facilities,’ and insert the words ‘ Provided that a 
child shall not be reckoned in the number of children for whom accom- 
modation is required if the parent of the child shows at the inquiry that 
he does not require that accommodation for his child, and that no vote 
has been given at the ballot in respect of the child.’ ”°—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill,” 
put, and negatived. 


Proposed words inserted. 
Sir Henry Craik .. - 7 “3 ice ae ws ». 1305 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 28, at the end, to insert the words ‘ if a vacancy 
arise in the office of teacher, the local education authority shall, in 
choosing the teacher, appoint a teacher whois willing to give the religious 
instruction permitted under this section.’ ”»—(Sir Henry Craik.) 


Question put, ‘ That those words be there inserted in the Bill.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 154; Noes, 332. (Division List No. 26.) 


And, it being after half-past Ten of the clock,Mr.SpEakER proceeded, pursuant 
to the Order of the House of the 18th June, to put forthwith the Ques- 
tions upon the Amendments proposed by the Government of which 
notice had been given, 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 3, at the end, to insert the words ‘ An appeal under 
this section shall not be entertained unless it is made before the first 
day of January nineteen hundred and eight.’ ”—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question put, “‘ That the Amendment be made.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 341; Noes, 157. (Division List No. 267.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 9, line 23, to leave out the word ‘ nine’ and insert the 
word ‘ten’ ”’—(Mr. Birrell)—instead thereof. 


Question put, “ That the Amendment be made.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 330; Noes, 155. (Division List No. 268.) 


Amendment made— 


“Tn page 10, line 33, at end, add, ‘ During the time between the 
passing of this Act and the first day of January nineteen hundred and 
eight, the owners of the schoolhouse of an existing voluntary school shall 
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furnish to the local education authority any information which the 
authority may reasonably require as to the title under which the school is 
held and in the case of a case of a school held under charitable trusts, 
as to the nature of the trusts and the contents of the trust deeds (if 
any).’ ”’—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 10, line 33, at end, add, ‘ (5) No child shall be reckoned, 
for the purposes of the provisions of this Part of this Act relating to 
extended facilities and appeals with respect to the mode of giving 
extended facilities, as a child attending a school unless the child has 
attended the school with due regularity for at least six months, in 
accordance with the code of Minutes of the Board of Education for the 
time being in force in respect to public elementary schools, and if any 
question arises whether a child has attended a school for the purpose 
of those provisions,that question shall be decided by the Board of Educa- 
tion.”’—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question put, “ That the Amendment be made.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 382; Noes, 102. (Division List No. 269.) 
Amendments made— 


“In page 11, lines 9, 10, and 11, to leave out the words ‘ or duty 
in connection with the engagement, dismissal, and salaries of teachers,’ 
and to insert the words ‘to engage, dismiss, or fix the salary of a 
teacher.’ ””—(Mr. Birrell.) 


‘In page 11, line 11, after the word ‘ teachers ’ to insert the words 
‘or of making arrangements under this Act for the use of the school- 
houses of voluntary schools, or of affording or withdrawing facilities 
under this Act for the giving of religious instruction of some special 
character’; in line 13, to leave out the words ‘ this or’; in page 13, 
line 14, to leave out Sub-section (10).”—(Mr. Birrell.) 


“In page 14, lines 6 and 7, to leave out the words ‘* with the consent 
of the Board of Education’; in line 8, after the word ‘ appropriate,’ 
to insert the words ‘ with the consent of the Board of Education’ ; in 
line 15, after the word ‘ appropriate,’ to insert the words ‘ with the 
consent of the Board of Education’; in line 17, at end,to insert the words 
‘and (ili) appropriate with the consent of the Local Government Board 
for any of the purposes of the Education Acts any land acquired by 
them otherwise than in their capacity as local education authority’ ; 
in line 18, leave out the word ‘ either’ and insert the word ‘ any’; in 
line 24, after the word ‘ Education,’ to insert the words ‘ or in the case of 
land appropriated under this section and not acquired for any of the 
purposes of the Education Acts, the Local Government Board.’ ”— 
(Mr. Birrell.) 


“In page 15, line 14, at end, to insert the words ‘ or to any joint 
body established under Section 52 of the Elementary Education Act, 
1870, or otherwise established by two or more local authorities’; in 
line 16, after the word ‘ contrary,’ to insert the words * or any provisions 
to the contrary which have been approved by the Local Government 
Board are contained in the scheme or instrument establishing the com- 
mittee or body’; in line 17, after the word ‘ committee,’ to insert the 
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words ‘ or body’; in line 18, to leave out the words ‘ provisions as to 
audit,’ and to insert the words ‘ enactments relating to the audit of 
the accounts of local education authorities’ ; in line 19, after the word 
‘provisions,’ to insert the words ‘ of those enactments.’ ””—(Mr. Birrell. 


‘In page 16, line 23, after the word ‘ Powers,’ to insert the words 
‘and duties’; in line 26, after the word ‘ school. ’ to insert the word 
‘vacation’; in line 27, leave out ‘in schoolhouses’; in line 29, after 
* prescribe,’ insert ‘in the schoolhouse or in some other suitable place 
in the vicinity, so far as the local education authority in the case of a 
schoolhouse or place not belonging to them can obtain for the purpose 
the use of the schoolhouse or place’ ; line 30, at beginning, insert ‘ the 
duty to provide for the medical inspection of children before or at the 
time of their admission to a public elementary school, and on such other 
occasions as the Board of Education direct, and the.’ ”—(Mr. Birrell.) 


“In page 17, to leave out lines 12 to 18, inclusive ; in line 25, at 
end, to insert ‘ and that provision shall be made by the Order in Council, 
so far as is practicable, for the representation of minorities in the number 
of representatives appointed by the council of each county and each 
county borough, and on any executive committee appointed by the 
council, in the proportion so far as possible of at least one in three.’ ” 
—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 

Amendment proposed to the Bill, in page 17, line 27, after the word “ to,” to 
insert the words “ the provisions of this section and to.” —(Mr. Lloyd- 
George.) 

Question put, “‘ That the Amendment be made.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 380; Noes, 100. (Division List No. 270.) 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 17, line 36, to leave out from beginning of line to the 
second ‘ The’ in line 38, and to insert the words ‘ provided that.’ ” 
—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 

Question put, “ That the Amendment be made.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 376 ; Noes, 97. (Division List No. 271.) 
Another Amendment made to the Bill. 

Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 18, line 9, at end, to insert the words, ‘ in the exercise of 
any powers or in the performance of any duties transferred under this 
provision, the Council of Wales shall be subject to the control of the 
Treasury.’ ”’—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 

Question put, “‘ That the Amendment be made.” 
The House divided, Ayes, 366; Noes, 90. (Division List No. 272.) 


Other Amendments made to the Biil 
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Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 18, line 29, at end, to insert the words, ‘ and if, before the 
expiration of that time, an Address is presented to His Majesty by both 
Houses of Parliament against the draft or any part thereof no further 
proceedings shall be taken thereon without prejudice to the making of 
any new draft.’”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question put, “‘ That the Amendment be made.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 362; Noes, 88. (Division List No. 275.) 


Other Amendments made to the Bill. 


Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
327.] 


Dover Harbour (Works, etc.) Bill [Lorps] (By Orper.)—Order for Second 
Reading read, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 
Mr. W. R. Rea (Scarborough) es ik ed “es a” .. 1345 
Mr. Vivian (Birkenhead) .. - _ #3 ea “a .. 1348 


mendment proposed— 


* To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘ upon this day three months.’ ”»—(Mr. Walter Rea.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Wyndham (Dover) “ .. 1350 
The Chairman of Ways and Means ( Mr. Emmott, Oldham) .. 1354 
Mr. W. H. Davies (Bristol, 8.) ‘ ‘ - .. 1355 
Mr. Whitley (Halifax) 4 e3 6 vi - .. 1356 
Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr Tydvil) «i 3 ne én .. 1356 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Mr. Keir Hardie.) 


The President of the Board os Trade (Mr. Lloyd-George, Carnarvon 
Boroughs) ; i ey ks 03 $s 
Mr. Maddison (Burnley) ‘ a as ai xs as .. 1387 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 105; Noes, 164. (Division List No. 274.) 
Question put, “ That_the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 145; Noes, 118. (Division List No. 275.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
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Post Office (Literature for the Blind) Bill. 


Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) .. ie - .. 1365 
Mr. Stanley Wilson (Yorkshire, E.R., Holderness) : .. 1564 
The Postmaster-General (Mr. Sydney Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Poplar) | 365 


Clause agreed to. 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 


Revenue Bill. 
Considered in Committee; 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Emmott (Oldham) in the Chair.! 


Clause 1 :— 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 10, after the word ‘ paid,’ to insert the words ‘ to 
the authorised methylator or to the.person by whom the spirits are 
received, as the case may be.’ ”—(Mr. McKenna.) 

Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Lord Turnour (Sussex, Horsham).. a od es sh .. 1365 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report 
Progress ; and ask leave to sit again.”—(Viscount Turnour.) 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “‘ That this clause as amended stand 
part of the Bill.” 


Mr. William Rutherford (Liverpool, West Derby) - .. 1566 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Mr. Asquith, Fifeshire, E.) me .. 1566 


Questions put and agreed to. 
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New clause— 
* The provisions of Section 9 of the Finance Act, 1904, shall apply in 
relation to life insurances or contracts for deferred annuities effected in 
or with any insurance company lawfully carrying on business in Great 
Britain or Ireland, and accordingly such section shall be read and 
construed as though the words ‘ or lawfully carrying on business in 
Great Britain or Ireland’ were inserted therein at the end of the fifth 
line thereof after the words ‘ British possession.’ ’’—(Mr. Berridge.) 
Brought up, and read the first time. 
Question, “‘ That the clause be read a second time” put and agreed to. 
Clause read a second time, and added to the Bill. 
Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered to-morrow. 


Crown Lands Bill.—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the third 


time.” 
Mr. Claude Hay... .. 1567 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury ( Mr, Me Kenna, Monmouthshire, 

N.) a ns Me 5 oe wa ny 3 .. 1568 


Bill read a third time and passed. 


Lunacy (Ireland) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged, 
Bill withdrawn ... a oe 5 a oe he oe .. 1368 


Dangerous Performances Bill.—Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged. Bill withdrawn = s ae nee a re .. 1868 


Education (Provision of Meals) Bill.—Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Select Committee on the Education (Provision of Meals) Bill, to whom 
the Education (Provision of Meals) (Scotland) Bill was referred, that they 
have power to consolidate the said Bills into one Bill.—(Mr. Lough.) .. 1368 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put, pur- 
suant to the Order of the House of the 13th July. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Two o'clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 267TH JULY, 1906, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Sutton District Water Bill. viilies sats from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments : , ‘ws és - ‘ ou .- 1369 


Wallasey Tramways and Improvements Bill [n. i Commons Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to a _ ra ss .. 1363 
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Kingston-upon-Hull or Bill.—The King’s consent signified ; and 
Bill reported from the Select Committee, with Amendments ai .. 1369 


South Wales Electrical Power Distribution Company Bill; Macclesfield 
and District Tramways Bill. Read 34, with the Amendments, and passed, 
and returned to the Commons. ; xe .. 1369 


North West London Railway Bill; Watford and Edgware Railway Bill. 
Read 3*, with the Amendments ; further Amendments made; Bills passed, 
and returned to the Commons .. *. ee me es ar .. 1369 


Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) Sewerage Board Bill [x.1.]—Re- 
turned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to * rv ws 5 - .. 1569 


Edinburgh Corporation Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to .. eo ai ar ae ae are ar .. 1369 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—Read 3* (according to 
order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 1369 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill.—House in Committee 


(according to order). Amendments made. Standing Committee nega- 
tived. The Report of Amendments to be received To-morrow... .. 1369 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Eeyrt, No. 5 (1906).—Correspondence respecting the attack on British Officers 
at Denshawai se - “a me _ my - i" .. 1369 


TraDE Reports (ANNUAL SeRIEs).—No. 3680. Russia (Taganrog) .. oo ben 


LocaL GOVERNMENT Boarp.—Thirty-fourth Annual Report for the year 1904— 
1905. Supplement containing the report of the medical officer for 1904-1905 1370 


Lanp Law (IRELAND) Act, 1887.—Return of the number of eviction notices filed 
during the quarter ended 30th June, 1906... 7 - . .. 1370 


LocaL GOVERNMENT BoarpD (IRELAND).—Annual Report for the year ended 
& March 1906 ass a ae hs ~ mm - ie ~» 1370 


Prisons (IRELAND).—Twenty-eighth Report of the General Prisons Board, 
Treland, 1905-1906. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie upon the Table ed .. 1570 


Post OrriceE (StaTuToRY RuLEs aND OrpeErs, 1906).—No. 523. The Tele- 
graph (Foreign Written Telegram) Regulations, 1906, dated 16th July, 1906 1370 


Suop Hours Act, 1904.—Order made by the council of the borough of Nelson, 
and confirmed with certain Amendments by the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, fixing the hours of closing for certain shops within the 
borough. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 1370 
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Dogs Bill.—Brought from the Commons, and read 1*; to be printed, and to be 
read 2* To-morrow. (The Earl Carrington.) (No. 175.) ; 


Charitable Loan Societies (Ireland) Bill. Seeiiesths from the Commons, and 
read 14, and to be printed. (No. 176.) 


Crown Lands Bill.—Brought from the Commons, and read 1*, and to be 
printed. (No. 177.) ’ a ee ia si , 


“ 


Post Office (Literature for the Blind) Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1*; to be printed, and to be read 2* on Monday next (The Lord Granard 
[E. Granard]. ) (No. 178.) 


Post Office Sites Bill. [Seconp Reapine].—Order of the day for 
the Second Reading read. 


The Earl of Granard 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(The Earl of Granard.) 


On Question, Bill read 2* and committed for Monday next. 


Bills of Exchange Act (1882) Amendment Bill.—{Seconp Reapin«. |— 
Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Chancellor 
Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(The Lord Chancellor). 


On question, Bill read 2* (according to order), and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House to-morrow. 


Statute Law Revision (Scotland) Bill [Seconp Reapina.]—Order of the 
day for the Second Reading read. 


The Lord Chancellor 


Moved, “* That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according to order) and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House. 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [#.1.]—Order of the Day read for the con- 
sideration of Commons Amendments. 


The Earl of Halsbury 


Moved, “ That the House do agree with the Commons in their Amendments.” 
—(The Earl of Halsbury.) 


On Question, Motion agreed to, 


Page 


. 1370 


. 1372 
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ReEtIcIous INstrucTION IN CouNcIL ScHOOLs. 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury os ae 3 en -» 1 
The Lord Bishop of St. ane - os es - Me .. 1386 
Viscount Halifax .. A a ack x ane .. 1389 
Lord Burghclere > ; me me = x a .. 1390 
Lord Stanley of Alderley .. oe * a ae ae .. 1392 
The Lord Bishop of Southwark .. - bis .. 1395 
The Lord President of the Council (The Earl of C) rewe) .. ‘ .. 1396 


THe Warts’ Statue “ PoysicaL ENERGY.” 


ihe Earl of Plymouth re os .. 1496 
The Lord Steward of the Household (The Earl of Liverpool) os .. 1407 


House adjourned at Seven o’clock, till to-morrow, half-past Ten o'clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 267TH JULY, 1900. 
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ments a , : re a, ne ‘ oe oe .. 1408 


Newburgh and North Fife Railway (Extension of Time) Order Con- 
firmation Bill.—Considered ; to be ol the third time To-morrow .. 1408 


Paisley Roads Order Confirmation Bill.—‘To confirm a Provisional 
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Harbour (Works) Bill [Lords], though unopposed, ought to be treated as an 
opposed Bill i xe es ee oe Ste ws .. 1409 
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Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

[Mr. CaLDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) in the Chair.] 

C1viz SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EstTIMATES, 1906-7.—CtLass II. 

1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£38,566, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 1907, for the Salaries and Expenses 
of the Local Government Board in Ireland.” 

Mr. Joyce (Limerick) 1479 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That a sum, not exceeding £37,566, 
be granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. Joyce.) 

Mr. Farrell (Longford, N.) .. - re we a .. 1486 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) .. : o eh te av .. 1493 
Mr. Cogan (Wicklow, FE.) .. bi 7 ee ‘ a .. 1494 
Mr. O'Dowd (Sligo, S.) Se 5 te es aie .. 1499 
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Sir Thos. Esmonde(Wezford, W., .. es aa 5% ie .. 1503 
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The ArToRNEY-GENERAL for IRELAND (Mr. CHE RRY, Liverpool, Exchange) 
rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the Question be now 
bP) 
put. 


Question put, “ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 140; Noes, 62. (Division List No. 276.) 


Question, “ That a sum, not exceeding £37,566 be granted for the said 
Service,” put accordingly, and negatived. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum not exceeding 
£14,118, be granted to His Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1907, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the Offices of the Chief Secretary in Dublin and London, and of 
the Inspectors of Lunatic Asylums.” 


Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) 


- i 
Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.) it 


or or 


2 
2: 


Ctl 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced 
by £100.°—(Mr. Lonsdale.) 


Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8S.) .. Pe ee 48 is .. 1533 
Mr. Barrie (Londonderry, N.) = és * .. 1536 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor ene Scotland) . sy 7 .. 1538 
Mr. Bryce... ‘ , - 4 .. 1541 
Mr. Walter Long... s ‘3 Pe +4 ; .. 1549 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 41; Noes, 240. (Division List No. 277.) 
Original Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 253; Noes, 38. (Division List No. 278.) 


And, it being after Eleven of the clock, the Chairman left the chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow ; Committee to sit again to-morrow. 
p ; g 


Marine Insurance Bill [Lorps].—As amended (by the Standing Committee), 
considered. 


Mr. Claude Hay (Shoreditch, Hoxton) re ie oh ‘a .. 1357 


Amendment proposed— 


** Tn page 1, line 6, after the word ‘ contract,’ to insert the words ‘ of 
: n pag 
indemnity.’ ’—(Mr. Claude Hay.) 
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Question proposed, “ That the words ‘ of indemnity’ be there inserted in 
the Biull.” 


The Attorney-General (Sir John Walton, Leeds, 8.) 


Question put, and negatived. 
Mr. Cave (Surrey, Kingston) eg 4s i es i - 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 11, line 11, after the word ‘ where,’ to insert the words 
‘owing to the gross negligence or.’ ”—(Mr. Samuel Roberts.) 


Amendments, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendments proposed— 


‘In page 2, line 39, at end to insert ‘though he need not be in- 
terested when the insurance is effected.’ ” 


“In page 3, line 2, to leave out *it is immaterial that.” 


“In page 3, line 2, after ‘may,’ to insert ‘ recover, although he 
may.” 

“In page 3, line 35, to leave out Sub-sections (2) and (3), and insert 
‘A mortgagee, consignee, or other person having an interest in the 
subject matter insured may insure on behalf and for the benefit of other 
persons interested as well as for his own benefit.’ ” 


‘In page 5, line 18, after ‘ risk,’ to insert * and in particular the fact 
that a policy is effected by way of re-insurance is material.’ ” 


“In page 8, line 31, at beginning to insert ‘Subject to the Pro- 
visions of this Act, and.’ ” 


“In page 11, line 3, to leave out from ‘ equipment’ to end of sub- 
section, and insert ‘the warranty in respect of such preparation or 
equipment is satisfied if at the commencement of each stage the ship is 
seaworthy in respect of such preparation or equipment for the purposes 
of that stage.’ °—(Mr. Cave.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Amendments proposed— 


“In page 15, line 29, to leave out from the words ‘ specie’ to end 
of sub-section.” 


“In page 16, line 25, to leave out from the word ‘ repairs,’ to the 
word ‘ or,’ in line 28, and insert ‘ no deduction is to be made in respect 
of general average contributions to those repairs payable by other in- 
terests, but deduction is to be made of contributions which would be 
payable by other interests towards necessary future expenses.’ ” 
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“In page 17, line 26, to leave out the words ‘ thereupon becomes 
entitled to,’ and insert the words ‘is entitled to take over.’ In page 
17, line 29, to leave out sub-section (2) ; In page 17, line 37, to leave out 
the words * abandonment,’ and insert the words ‘ the casualty.’ ” 


“In page 18, line 6, after the word ‘ against,’ to insert the word 
‘and’; In page 18, line 7, leave out from loss,’ to end of sub-section ; 
In page 18, line 11, at beginning, to insert * Expenses incurred by or on 
behalf of the assured for the safety or preservation of the ship insured 
other than general average and salvage charges, are called particular 
charges.’ ”’ 

“In page 18, line 15, to leave out from the word ‘ charges,’ to end 
of sub-section and insert the words * incurred in preventing a loss by 
perils insured against may be recoveagd as a loss by those perils.’ ’ 

“Tn page 18, 'ine 36, to leave out the words ‘ is liable for a general 
average contribution or.’ In page 19, line 19, after the second * the’ 
to insert ‘ rights and.’ ” 

* In page 21, line 7, to leave out sub-section (4).”—(Mr. Cave.) 
Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page : 22, line 17, to leave out from the word ‘ case’ to end of 
sub-section.” ria ( ‘ave.) 


Ammendment agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 
Revenue Bill.—As amended, considered ; read the third time, and passed .. 1560) 


Justices of the seesied aia a Bill.—Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. me a .- 1560 


Whereupon Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House without Question put, pur- 
suant to the Order of the House of July 13th. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Twelve o’clock. 


EnpD oF TABLE OF ConTENTS To VOL. CLXI. 


VOLUME CLXI. 





ERRATUM. 


July 26. In col. 1472, Delete Mr. JoHnN ReEpMoND’s Question and the 


Reply attached thereto. The Question was postponed to July 30, (See (4) Debates 
elxii, 464.) 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 17th July, 1906. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. Report from the Commitee 
Sof Selection, That the Viscount Falmouth 
; be proposed to the House as a member of 
s the Select Committee on the said Bill in 
~ - . 

‘the place of the Lord Castlemaine ; read, 
and agreed to. 


sterisk (*) at the commencement of 


4 


Standing Orders Committee—Report 
from, that the further Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 
South Wales Electrical Power Distribu- 
tion Company Bill ought to be dispensed 
with, and the Bill allowed to proceed. 


Read, and agreed to, 


Middlesex County Council (General 
Powers) Bill. Reported, with Amend- 
ments. 
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Tottenham and Edmonton Gas Bill; 
St. John’s (Westminster) Improvement 


Bill. Reported, with Amendments. 
Great Northern Railway Bill. Re- 
ported, without Amendments. 
Newport Corporation Bill [H.L.]. 


Commons Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. Reported from the Select 
Committee, with Amendments, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Friday next. 


Buckhaven, Methil, and Innerleven 
Burgh Extension Bill [H.L.]. Read 3°, 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill. Read 3%, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Com- 
mons. 


Hammersmith, City and North East 
London Railway Bill. Commons Message 
A 








3 Returns, 


of the 5th instant considered (according 
to Order), then it was moved to resolve— 


That the promoters of the Bill which 
has been introduced into the House of 
Commons during the present session of 
Parliament, shall have leave to introduce 
the same in the next session of Parlia- 
ment, provided that notice of their 
intention to do so be lodged in the 
Private Bill Ottice not later than Three 
o'clock on the day prior to the close 
of the present session, and that all fees 
due thereon, up to that period, be paid. 


That such Bill shall be deposited in the 
Private Bill Office not later than Three 
o'clock on or before the third day on 
which the House shall sit after the next 
session of Parliament, with a declaration 
annexed thereto, signed by the agent, 
stating that the Bill is the same in every 
respect as the Bill at the last stage of 
the proceedings thereon in this House in 
the present session, 


That the proceedings on such Bill shall 
be pro formé only in regard to every stage 
through which the same shall have passed 
in the present session; and that no new 
fees be charged in regard to such stages. 


That the Standing Orders by which 
the proceedings on Bills are regulated 
shall not apply to the said Bill in regard 
to any of the stages through which the 
same shall have passed during the present 
session. —(The Chairman of Committees) ; 
agreed to; and a message sent to the 
Commons to acquaint them that the Lords 
had concurred with them in suspending 
the said Bill. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 11) Bill; London 
Government Schemes (London and Penge, 
etc.) Bill. House in Committee (accord- 
ing to Order). Bills reported without 
Amendment. Standing Committee nega- 
tived ; and Bills to be read 3* on Thursday 
next. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(Housing of Working Classes) Bill ; Poole 
Corporation Water Bill; Cork City 
Railways and Works Bill; Kingston-upon- 
Hull Corporation Bill. Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the Earl of 
Malmesbury be proposed to the House as 


{LORDS} 





Reports, &e. 4 


a Member of the Select Committee on 
‘the said Bills in the place of the Lord 
Castlemaine ; read, and agreed to. 


; Glamorgan and South Wales Water 
' Bill({H.1.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with an Amendment. The 
said Amendment considered, and agreed 
to. 


Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London, No. 1) Bill [H.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. 


Cumberland Electricity and Power Gas 
Bill [H.L.]; Folkestone and _ District 
Electricity Supply Bill (H.1.] ; Lancashire 
and Yorkshire Railway Bill |H.L.] ; War- 
boys (Union of Districts) Drainage Bill 
[H.L.]. Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with Amendments. The said 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Cardiff Gas Bill ; Manchester Corpora 
tion Bill. Returned from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill—(Barton - upon - Irwell). 
Order for the consideration of Standing 
Order No. 93, read, and discharged. 


Electrie Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill. Committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House on Monday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MOTOR CARS (PROSECUTIONS). 

Return of all proceedings for offences 
in connection with the driving of motor 
cars during the period from July Ist, 1904, 
to June 30th, 1905. Presented (by Com- 
mand), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Post Office (Foreign and Colonial 
Parcel Post). 


No. 488. Belgium and the Grand 
Duchy of Luxemburg—Foreign and 
Colonial Parcel Post Amendment (No. 
19) Warrant 1906 ; dated June 28th, 1906. 


No. 491. British East Africa and the 
British Central Africa Protectorate— 
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Foreign and Colonial Parcel Post Amend- 
ment (No. 20) Warrant 1906; dated | 
June 30th, 1906. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to | 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ALKALI, Etc., WORKS BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
without Amendment. and to be read 3* 
on Thursday next. 


GROUND GAME BILL. 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
with further Amendments. The Report 
of the Amendments made in Committee 
of the Whole House and by the Standing 
Committee to be received on Friday 
next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. 
(No. 159). 


TOBACCO GROWING IN TRELAND. 

Lorp ORANMORE anp BROWNE: 
My Lords, I rise to ask His Majesty’s 
Government to state the full particulars 


of the special facilities and fiscal remis- | 


sions granted by the late Government 
for the encouragement of tobacco growing 
in Ireland, and whether the same have 
heen extended by the present Govern- 
ment, and, if so, for what period. 


There are many people who think 
that tobacco growing might be made a 
profitable industry in Ireland, and the 
late Government granted certain fiscal 
remissions and facilities to enable this to 
be proved. Those who were trying the 
experiment, however, said that the 
facilities were not sufficient to enable 


them to decide whether or not it 
would be successful as a commercial | 
speculation. I hope when the noble 


Lord replies he will be able to tell me 
that His Majesty’s Government are 
prepared to extend these facilities, not only 
for the period of time that I believe they 
are willing to extend them, but also in 


the sense of giving greater facilities for | 


the making of the experiment. 


I do not know whether your Lordships 
are aware of the past legislation with 
regard to the growth of tobacco in 
Ireland. In the reign of Charles IL, | 
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| of the industry, and they persuaded the 
Government of the day to pass a series 
of Acts by which a fine of no less than 
£1,600 per acre was levied on any 
tobacco grown in Ireland. Not only 
that, but ‘the crop was wholly destroyed. 
Under these circumstances your Lord- 
| ships will not be astonished to learn that 
the industry did not flourish. After the 
secession of the North American colonies 
this Act was repealed, but it was 
re-enacted in 1831, when the experiment 
had again been tried, owing to the 
jealousy of British manufacturers. 


There is a Bill now in another place 
which may reach your Lordships before 
long, with the object of doing away with 
this penalty; but, in the meantime, I 
hope the noble Lord will be able to 
assure me that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment intend doing all they can to extend 
these facilities, and to aid as much as it 
is in their power to do the development 
of what may prove to be one of the 
great resources of Ireland. 


Lorp DENMAN ; My Lords, I hope 
[ shall be able to give the noble Lord 
some at all events of the information he 
desires in a very few sentences. The 
late Government in December, 1903, 
decided to aid the experimental growth 
of tobacco in Ireland by granting for a 
period of five years a rebate of one-third 
of the current rates of duty for imported 
tobacco on crops on certain areas 
specially selected by the Irish Board of 
Agriculture. At the beginning of this 
year representations were made to His 
Majesty's Government that the period — 
five years—allowed by the late Govern- 
ment was not sutticiently long to enable 
the experiment to be thoroughly carried 
out. Therefore His Majesty’s Government 
decided to extend the period for which 
they were prepared to grant a rebate of 
|duty for another five years—that is to 
say, the rebate will continue, so far as 
this Government can say, until the year 
1913, 

The noble Lord went on to ask if we 
could relax some of the restrictions 
'under which the industry is carried on. 
‘I must remind him that at present it is 





I believe it was beginning to prove a | an entirely experimental industry. The 
profitable industry in this country ; so| Chancellor of the Exchequer, in a letter 


much so that it alarmed the Colonists in 
North America, in Maryland and Virginia, 
who up to that time had had a monopoly 


ito Mr. William Redmond, informed him 
i that the object of the extension, as of 
| the original grant of the rebate, was 


Az 
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merely to demonstrate the possibility of 
tobacco growing in Ireland as a com- 
mercial proposition, but not the estab- 
lishment of a protected industry, and it 
will, of course, be necessary to continue 
the rules whereby tobacco cultivation is 
confined within a certain limited approved 
area. With regard to one or two restric- 
tions, negotiations are now being carried 
on between the two Departments princi- 
pally concerned, the Treasury and the 
[rish Office, and possibly I shall be able 
to give the noble Lord a fuller answer 
later in the session. 


THE Eart oF DENBIGH: My Lords, 
I have listened with interest coupled 
with astonishment to the reply just given 
by the noble Lord, for not long ago, I 
ventured to ask, in view of the establish- 
ment of an industry—the sugar beet 
industry—which promised to be a more 
extensive one in this country than the 
tobacco growing industry in Ireland, 
whether either a grant or a rebate of the 
Excise duty could be allowed for the 
purpose of enabling that industry to be 
properly established. My remarks were 
then denounced in eloquent terms by 
the noble Lord and by the noble Earl the 
Minister for Agriculture, who said that my 
proposal was nothing more nor less than 
protection, and because it was protection 
was therefore anathema, although both 
of them admitted that the sugar beet 
industry might be a very profitable one. 


[ have now heard with the greatest 
astonishment that what it was wrong to 
do in England it is perfectly right to 
do in Ireland. Eecause the Irish demand 
is made by an extremely eloquent party 
in another place, and the English demand 
is made by one humble member of your 
Lordships’ House, it is hard upon the 
agriculturists of this country that my 
proposal has been so differently treated, 
and I now ask whether it will be recon- 
sidered by His Majesty’s Government. 
[wo considerations will operate much 
against the introduction of capital for this 
industry the impossibility without 
some such help as I ask for from the 
Government of showing what might be 
called a manufacturing profit, and the 
other the attitude of the Government 
generally on the Brussels Cony ention, to 
which I will allude on another occasion. 
But for the present, in view 
interest taken in this question by British | 


Lord Denman, 
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agriculturists, I now ask whether the 
Government will be willing to do for 
British agriculture what they are 
apparently now willing to do for Irish 
tobacco growers. 


*THE LORD - PRESIDENT or THe 
COUNCIL (The Eart of CREwe): My 
Lords, I need hardly say that we were 
not aware that the noble Earl opposite 
would reproduce any part of the exceed- 
ingly able and interesting speech he made 
on the question of the beet sugar industry 
some time ago. If I had supposed that 
that was likely, I would have taken the 
opportunity of refreshing my memory 
with regard to that particular subject. 
I must, however, point out to him that it 
appears to me at first sight that there is 
scarcely any, if any, analogy between 
these two different matters. 

Tue EARL oF DENBIGH : Oh! Why ? 

*THE EARL oF CREWE: I will en- 
deavour to make that clear to the noble 
Earl. These Irish experiments in 
tobacco-growing are purely and avowedly 
experiments. There is no question 
whatever, as the matter now stands, of 
assisting people to grow tobacco for profit 
in Ireland. What it is desired to find 
out is whether the tobacco plant can 
under existing conditions be grown there 
at a profit. My recollection of my noble 
friend’s speech on the beet industry is that 
he regarded it as already sufficiently 
prov ed that sugar beet could be grown at 
a profit in this country, and that what he 
asked the Government to do was to 
subsidise on a very considerable scale the 


large sugar industry which in these 
circumstances he thought might lhe 
started. 


Tue Eart or DENBIGH: I would 
point out that growing sugar beet is one 
thing, and manufacturing sugar from it 
another. I want to have the possibility 
of manufacturing proved. 


*THE Earn or CREWE: That may 
be so. But I should certainly have 
supposed that, as regards the mere process 
of manufacture, under cover, there is 
nothing to be proved in this country 


'which had not already been proved in 
of the} 


France and Germany. What the noble 
Earl suggested was that by subsidising 
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the manufacture, people would be induced 
to come forward with large amounts of 
capital, and that the sugar industry so 
aided by public funds could compete in 
the markets of the world. There is no 
analogy whatever between that and what 
is being done now in Ireland with regard 
to tobacco. If Ireland demanded to be 
allowed to have a free production of 
tobacco and at the same time to enjoy 
this rebate of duty, then I admit there 
would be a reasonable analogy between 
the two cases. If and when such a de- 
mand is made no doubt my noble friend 
will be prepared with an answer ; but in 
the meantime I cannot admit there is any 
analogy between the two cases. 


Viscount RIDLEY: My Lords, I 
sincerely hope that the noble Earl who 
has raised this question of the beet sugar 
industry will renew his demand at no 
distant date. His Majesty’s Government 
occupy a most extraordinary position in 
this matter. We are told that the 
Government were elected on many man- 
dates, but if they had one mandate which, 
according to them, was more imperative 
than another, it was the maintenance of 
free trade according to its strictest inter- 
pretation, Though I confess I was glad 
to hear from the representative of the 
Treasury that it was proposed to continue 
the encouragement of the growth of 
tobacco in Ireland, I was astonished to 
hear that this was the decision of a free- 
trade Government. My astonishment is 
only mitigated by the knowledge that 
this is not the first time this session that 
a free-trade Government have been com- 
pelled to resort to protectionist measures. 
Only yesterday we found noble Lords 
who hold free trade views explaining to 
us that when they asked for State 
support for a particular industry at a 
particular time they did so for very im- 
portant reasons; and one noble Lord 
went so far as to explain that he advocated 
it because he held the principle, De mini- 
mis non curat lex. 


*LorD RIBBLESDALE : I do not know 
whether the noble Viscount is referring 
to me, but, if he is, I should like to state 
that I said exactly the opposite. I said 
that, as a strong free-trader, | thought 
De minimis non eurat lex was a humiliating 
answer to have to return, and it was an 
answer which I was not prepared to give. 
I said that when we applied for the 


{17 Juty 1906} 
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grant to such economists as Lord Goschen 
and Lord Welby, we assumed that we 
had made out such a cogent case that 
they were willing to say that the public 
necessity over-rode the canons of political 
economy. I do not suppose for a moment 
that Lord Goschen or Lord Welby would 
have admitted De minimis non curat lex as 
a good argument, any more than I would 
myself. 


Viscount RIDLEY: If public neces- 
sity is to over-ride political economy, we 
only ask that these things shall be 
treated upon their merits, and_ that, 
when public necessity demands it, the 
canons of political economy shall not be 
allowed to stand in the way of what is 
considered good for the country. That 
is what noble Lords opposite are finding. 
They come down one day and encourage 
tobacco-growing in Ireland. Another day 
they encourage horse-breeding, and then 
they bring in a Merchant Shipping Bill 
which is totally contrary to all the 
canons of political economy as they 
understand it. I certainly think my 
noble friend may fairly look for some 
consideration for the industry of which 
he has made himself the mouthpiece. [ 
do not see why only one or two in- 
dustries should be favoured, and why 
those industries should be selected which 
are represented by those who have a 
great voice in the Ministerial Party in 
the other House. I understand that 
what my noble friend wants to ascertain 
is whether the manufacture of sugar can 
be made a commercial success in this 
country, just as the noble Lord opposite 
has said the Treasury wish to ascertain 
whether tobacco-growing can be made a 
commercial success in [reland. 


Lorp DENMAN: His Majesty’s 
Government have consented to the con- 
tinuance of a rebate. Do I understand 
from the noble Viscount that if he had 
his way, this rebate would not be con- 
tinued to the tobaceo-growing industry 
in Ireland ? 


Viscount RIDLEY: The noble Lord 
misunderstands me. I am glad that the 
Government have seen their way to con- 
tinue this rebate. But we want the 
Government to give the same assistance 
to ascertaining whether the manufacture 
of sugar can be made a commercial suc- 
cess in this country. 
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THe Eart or MEATH: My Lords, I 
do not think the noble Earl, who raised 
the question with regard to the beet sugar 
industry this evening, can have followed 
very closely the course of Irish legislation 
in the past. 


{LORDS} 


The noble Earl seemed to , 


look upon it as a grievance that what was | 


considered right in Ireland appeared to 
be regarded as wrong in England. 
recollection of Irish legislation is that the 
Party now in power have always gone on 
those lines, and, as an Irishman, I am 


My | 


not in the least astonished that they have | 


done so. 


In view of the statement made | 


by Lord Denman I would like to ask | 
whether, if tobacco-growing in Ireland | 
is proved to be a commercial success, the | 


withdraw the 
On this matter 


Government intend to 


facilities now offered. 


Nationalists and Unionists are united, | 


and if the Government intend to withdraw 
the rebate, should the experiment prove 
a success, I can assure them that all 
parties in Ireland are going to make 
a row, and the noble Lord will have a 
very hot time. 


THE EArt oF DENBIGH: I should 
like to know whether I am to understand 
that if the question of experimenting 
alone were raised, the Government would 
be inclined to consider the demand in 
a more favourable light. 


All I want is | 


to be able to prove it as an experiment. | 


I pointed out that, owing to the nature 


of the industry, it was impossible to get | 
any further in experiments without more | 


capital. 
would give facilities for an isolated 
experiment, 
definite proposal with that view. 


*THE Ear OF CREWE: What I said 
was that if the time came when Ireland 
demanded that tobacco-growing should be 
removed from the domain of experiment 
and that free cultivation of it with the 
rebate should be allowed, the whole 
matter would have to be reconsidered. 
The question would then have reached 
the same stage as the case the noble Earl 
puts forward. I certainly understood the 
noble Earl to ask, in his first speech, that 
the manufacture of sugar on a large scale 
should be subsidised by public money. 


THE Ear, or CAMPERDOWN : My 
Lords, I do not understand the object of 
the rebate which the Government are now 


If we had an assurance from 
His Majesty’s Government that they | 


I would put forward a_ 





in Ireland. WD, 
giving. If this experiment fails we all 
know what will happen ; but, on the other 
hand, let us suppose for the sake of argu- 
ment that it succeeds, and that it js 
proved that tobacco can be grown in Ire- 
land at a profit by means of this rebate. 
If the Government mean that when the 
experiment succeeds in Ireland with the 
rebate, the matter is to be reconsidered, | 
quite agree with Lord Meath that there 
must be a row. I cannot imagine any- 
thing which would irritate an Irishman, 
or, indeed, an Englishman or a Scotsman, 
more than to start him on an experiment 
with a little encouragement, and, as soon 
as he has proved that there is some- 
thing init and that he can make itasuccess, 
to say he must go back to the strict rules 
of political economy and that if he cannot 
carry on the industry without the aid of 
the rebate then he shall not carry it on 
at all. Being a Scotsman I have very 
great hesitation in giving advice to Irish- 
men, but if I were an Irishman I should 
always maintain that the matter was still 
in the experimental stage, and promise 
that when it ceased to be so, and became 
a commercial matter the Government 
would be duly informed. 


LorpD ORANMORE anp BROWNE: 
I beg to thank the noble Lord for his 
answer. The British Government pre- 
viously put a stop to this industry in Ire- 
land, and it seems to me that they propose 
to repeat that action if it is shown once 
more that tobacco can be grown in that 
country. 


Lorp DENMAN: My Lords, at the 
risk of being disorderly, I rise to say a word 
or two in answer to the different observa- 
tions which have been made. The noble 
Ear] opposite, Lord Camperdown, looked 
as far ahead as 1913 when the present 
Government, notwithstanding its great 
majority, will not be in office. In reply 
to the remarks of Lord Ridley on the 
general question of protection, I would 
venture to point out that the rebate was 
given by the late Government, not by 
the present Government. 


ViscounT RIDLEY: But it was con- 
tinued by the present Government. 


Lorp DENMAN: Yes; but does the 
noble Viscount mean that we should stop 
all assistance to this industry, after the 
action taken by the late Government ! 
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Noble Lords on both sides of the House | 


advocate continuity of policy. Surely | 
this is a case in point. | 
THE EARL oF DENBIGH: As the) 


present Government have continued the | 
rebate it is to be presumed that they | 
approve of it. | 


| 

House adjourned at Five o’clock | 
to Thursday next, half-past 
Ten o'clock. 

| 
| 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 17th July, 1906. 


| 
| 

The House met at a quarter before | 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Bill be read a 


Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) | 
Docks and Railway Bill [Lords] ; Ports- | 
mouth Water Bill [Lords]; Ritz Hotel | 
Bill [Lords]; Wirral Railway (Extension | 
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Crediton Gas Bill [Lords]; Truro Gas 
Bill | Lords] ; South Eastern and London, 
Chatham.and Dover Railways Bill { Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Petitions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to, London 
United Tramways Bill; Watford Gas 
Bill; Twickenham and Teddington 
Electric Supply Bill; London County 
Council (General Powers) Bill ; Corpora- 
tion of London (Blackfriars and other 
Bridges) Bill, with Amendments. 


Amendments to—Scottish Union and 
National Insurance Company Bill { Lords}, 
without Amendment. 


| That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 

“An Act to amend The Conveyancing 

and Law of Property Act, 1881.” [Con- 

_ veyancing Bill [ Lords. } 

PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING | 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- | 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- | 
port from one of the Examiners of | 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 

cease of the following Bill, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First | 
leading thereof, the Standing Orders not | 
previously inquired into, and which are | 
applicable thereto, have been complied | 
with, viz. :—Bute (English and Welsh) 

Estates Bill [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the 
second time. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
amend the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 
1890.” [Settled Land Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill. intituled, “An Act to 
amend The Married Women’s Property 


| Act, 1882.” [Married Women’s Property 


ill | Lords]. 


And, also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
extend the municipal and __ police 


' boundaries of the burgh of Buckhaven, 


Methil, and Innerleven ; to authorise the 
provosts, magistrates, and councillors of 
the burgh to construct a new street ; and 
for other purposes.” {Buckhaven, Methil, 


and Innerleven Burgh Extension Bil! 
{ Lords]. 
Buckhaven, Methil, and Innerleven 





of Time) Bill {Lords}. As amended, | Burgh Extension Bill {[Lords.| Read the 

considered ; to be read the third time. | te, ce and a to re Examiners 
Gas and Water Orders Confirmation | of Petitions for Private Bills. 

Bill er Gas Orders Confirmation | 

(No. 1) Bill [Lords]; Gas Orders Con- 

firmation (No. 2) Bill me ; Water 

Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]. Read 

a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 

Lord Tredegar’s Supplemental Estate BILL. 

Bill [Lords]. Reported, without Amend- 

ment ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and 

to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


Petitions against; From Aikton 
Dorset ; Eryholme ; Evenwood ; Findon ; 
| Horsham; Kirkbampton; Kirkbride ; 
| Ludlow; Orton; Penalt ; Rosley with 
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Woodside; Thursby (two); Waverton 
cum Dundraw; and, Wiston; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Questions. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING}. 
Petitions against alteration of Law ; 
From Buckden; Chipping Ongar; 
Geldesten; Great Yarmouth ; Headling- 
ton Quarry ; and, Steynton ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


INFANT LIFE PROTECTION. 
Petition from Bicester, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LAND VALUES TAXATION, &c. (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Titwood, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


POISONS AND PHARMACY BILL [Lorps]. 

Petitions for alteration ; From North 
Salford ; Southport ; and, Wokingham ; 
to lie upon the Table. P 


(ETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EAST INDIA (WARLIKE OPERATIONS) 
(KILLED AND WOUNDED). 


Return [presented July 16th] to be 
printed. [No. 262.] 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION ACT, 


1888. 
Paper [presented July 16th] to be 
printed. [No. 263.] 


POST OFFICE (FOREIGN AND 
COLONIAL PARCEL POST). 

Copy presented, of the Foreign and 
Colonial Parcel Post Amendment (No. 
20) Warrant, 1906, dated June 30th, 
1906 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


MOTOR CARS (PROSECUTIONS). 
Copy presented, of Return of all pro- 
ceedings for offences in connection with 
the driving of Motor Cars during the 
period from July 1st, 1904 to June 30th, 
1905 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LAND JUDGE’S COURT (IRELAND). 


_ Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered July llth; Mr. Clancy]; to lie 


{COMMONS} 





16 


upon the Table, and to be printed. [No’ 
264.] 


Questions. 


HUMBER CONSERVANCY COMMIS- 
SION. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Hum. 
ber Conservancy Commission [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
_ Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered July 16th; Mr. Lloyd-George] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 265. ] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3671 to 3673 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PUBLIC INCOME AND EXPENDITURE 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered June 18th ; Sir Henry Fowler) ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 266.] 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Visits of Inspector to Evicted Farms— 
County Clare. 

Mr. HALPIN (Clare, W.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners have given their inspector instruc- 
tions to visit evicted farms in the county 
of Clare that have been grabbed ; and, if 
not, will he say why this has not been 
done, and with a view of settling with the 
grabbers and reinstating the evicted 
tenants ; and whether he will inquire why 
the inspector did not visit such farms 
when on inspection recently in Clare. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that all appl:ca- 
tions for reinstatement received from 
evicted tenants in Clare have been re- 
ferred to the local inspector for inquiry 
and report. The inspector can only visit 
and inspect evicted farms with the con- 
sent of the owner and present occupier, 
and if he has not done so in some cases the 
presumption is that he has not received 
the necessary permission. If the hon. 
Member will give particulars of the cases 
to which he refers, the Commissioners 
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will, they inform me, have further in- 
quiries made. 


Licensed Premises on Estates of the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners in London. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): To ask the hon. Member for 
East Bristol, as Church Estates Commis- 
sioner, whether he will state the acreage, 
population, and localities of the Ecclesiasti- 
cal Commissioners’ estates in London, and 
the number of public-houses on each of 
them. 


(Answered by Mr. Hobhouse.) The 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners are not pre- 
pared to give this information. 


Licensed Houses owned by Ecclesiastical 
Commissioner in Lancashire and Cheshire. 

Mr. CROSSLEY (Cheshire, Altrin- 
cham): To ask the hon. Member for East 
Bristol, as Church Estates Commissioner, 
the number of licensed houses owned by 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners in the 
counties of Lancashire and Cheshire 
respectively, 


(Answered by Mr. Hobhouse.) The num- 
ber of public-houses on the estates of the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners in the county 
of Lancashire, so far as is known, is fifty- 
seven, and in the county of Cheshire two. 


World's Postage Rates. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he is 
aware that the Chamber of Commerce of 
Berlin is now agitating for a reduction of 
the world’s postage rates ; and whether 
he willenter into communication with the 
German Government upon this question 
with the view to co operation upon the 
basis of a universal penny postage 
rate. 


(Answered hy Mr. Sydney Burton.) | 
have no information on the subject. The 
proposal for universal penny postage was 
strongly opposed by the German Dele- 
gates at the Rome Congress, as also was 
the proposal for the reduction of the 
general rate to 2d. I do not anticipate, 
therefore, that the German Government 
would be prepared to take any steps in 
this direction. 

Duties of Male Sorting Clerks and Tele- 
graphists at Richmond, Surrey. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) : To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether any 
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decision has been arrived at in the case 
of the recent appeal by the male sorting 


| clerks and telegraphists at Richmond, 


Surrey, against the revision of duties at 
that office ; and, if not, will he take steps 
to hasten the same with a view to reliev- 
ing the statf of the number of split duties 
and the extended hours of attendance. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) A 
new list of duties was brought into force 
in May last at Richmond Post Office in 
anticipation of a revision of the force, 
which has been in hand for some time. 
The appeal of the sorting clerks and tele- 
graphists for a further revision of the 
duties is being considered, and it is 
hoped to bring into operation at an early 
date a scheme of improved duties, which 
have now become practicable owing to the 
change of the circumstances. 


Allocation of Subsidy for Carriage of 
Mails by Peninsular and Oriental 
Company. 

Mr. YOUNGER (Ayr Burghs): To 
ask the Postmaster-General how the sub- 
sidy payable to the Peninsular and Orien- 
tal Steam Navigation Company for the 
conveyance of mails is apportionted be- 
tween the various Colonies and countries 
concerned. 


(Answered hy Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
subsidy of £340,000 to the Peninsular 
and Oriental Company for the convey- 
ance of mails to and from India, the 
eastern Colonies, and Australia, is paid 
by the United Kingdom, and towards this 
amount contributions from India and the 
Colonies are received as follows :— 





£ 
India - - 61,226 
Ceylon - - - 5,367 
Straits Settlements — - 7,196 
Hong Kong - - 12,529 
£36,318 


—— 


Factory Acts—Overtime Regulations. 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the remark made by 
one of the lady inspectors, Miss Deane, 
quoted in the Annual Report of Factories 
and Workshops for 1905, that she had 
found the greatest difficulty in obtaining 
any correct idea of the amount of over. 
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time actually worked in a jam factory by 
the various individuals, and that indeed 
it was impossible to do so; that the 
number of special exceptions, taken 
together with the permission to work 
separate overtime in all sorts of different 
departments which are busy at different 
seasons of the year, makes evasion of the 
Act easy, and even renders the compre- 
hension of the regulations extremely 
difficult, a circumstance which is not 
seldom pleaded as a valid excuse for 
infringing the law; and whether he 
proposes to take measures to remedy 
such abuse of the permission of over- 
time for young persons in an occupation 
very exhausting to their strength. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 1 | 


have seen the remarks of the inspector to 
which the right hon. Member calls atten- 
tion. So far as young persons are con- 
cerned, the only overtime permissible in 
the jam industry is that allowed by 
Section 41 of the Act in respect of 
certain emergency processes during 
the four summer months, and in their 
case, therefore, the dittculty under 
the special exception as to separate 
departments do not arise. Further, by 
the Order which the Secretary of State 
has power to make under Section 41 for 
regulating the work on these emergency 
processes, special conditions as to inter- 
vals, hours of work, and the lifting of 


heavy weights have been imposed for the | 7°). - : 
| Parliamentary Returns now being pre- 


protection of young persons. I am 


arranging for special attention to be) 


given to jam works during the present 
busy season ; and when the reports of the 
inspectors are received I will consider 
what steps can be taken to simplify the 
present provisions affecting the industry 
and generally to secure more complete 
protection for the workers. 


Education Grants. 

Mr. WINFREY (Norfolk, 8. W.): To 
ask the President of the Board of Education 
what are the just ande quitable terms per 
headof average attendances where one 
local education authority as a matter of 
the efficiency or convenience educates a 
number of elementary school children 
belonging to another local education 
authority ; and whether the Board of 
Education are prepared to fix a reason- 
able and honest price per head in all such 
cases and to enforce payment. 
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(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The decision 
of the point named in the Question 
depends inevitably upon a variety of 
circumstances incidental to the particular 
case, and it would be, therefore, quite 
impossible to lay down any general rule 
in regard to it that would properly he 
applicable in all cases. 


Religious Instruction in Schools. 
Caprain FABER (Hampshire, An- 
dover): To ask the President of the 
Board of Education whether the school 
managers may make a separate arrange- 
ment, and pay the existing teachers for 
giving religious instruction for the forty- 

tive minutes from 9 a.m. to 9.45 a.m. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The 
Question would appear to refer to the 
condition of things which may arise in 
future under the Education Bill; but it 
is impossible to give a reply on so general 
a question, which must always depend 
entirely on the circumstances of the indi- 
vidual cases. 


Mr. PARTINGTON — (Derbyshire, 
High Peak): To ask the President of 
the Board of Education if he can state 
the number of schools in England and 
in Wales in which there is no religious 
instruction. 


(Answered by Mr, Birrell.) 1 have no 
information beyond that contained in the 


sented to Parliament. 


Control of Motor Omnibus Traffic. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple) : To ask the President of the Local 
Government Board what powers of 
regulation and control over motor omni- 


buses and motor omnibus traffic are 
possessed by him. 
(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 


Local Government Board are empowered 
by Section 6 of the Locomotives on High- 
ways Act, 1896, to make regulations 
with respect to motor cars on highways, 
and their construction and the conditions 
under which they may be used. Regula- 


‘tions under the section may be either 


general or local incharacter. By Section 
7 of the Motor Car Act, 1903, they may 
make regulations dealing generally with 
the registration and identification of 
motor cars and the licensing of drivers. 
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Section 12 of the same Act gives them 
power to prescribe the use and con- 
struction of heavy motor cars, including 
a power to make regulations as to speed. 
General regulations have been issued 
under these three sections applicable to 
motor omnibuses. Power is given by 
Section 8 of the Act of 1903 to prohibit 
or restrict the driving of motor cars on 
special highways, and by Section 9 to 
restrict the rate of speed within any 
specified limits or place. 


Stock Exchange Gambling and Govern- 
ment Securities. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask Mr, Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether the Govern- 
ment is aware that, owing to the forced 
liquidation on the London Stock Ex- 
change of trust securities such as Consols 
and Government stocks, and also of 
South African mining, railway, and other 
shares, mainly to meet gambling differ- 
ences, the depreciation in the aggregate 
value of all those securities in comparison 
with their quotations previous to the Boer 
war has been’ estimated at about 
£800,000,000, and whether the Govern- 
ment will take some measure to protect 
hona fide owners and investors from a 
continuance of those forced liquidations, 
principally brought on by the agency of 
international bull and bear gambling in 
fictitious securities. 


(Ansuvred by Mr. Asquith.) I am 
aware that the depreciation in the capital 
value of Stock Exchange securities in the 
period to which my hon. friend refers has 
been very considerable. Many different 
causes have contributed to bring this 
about ; but I should not like to commit 
myself to the opinion that it has been 
due in the main to international gambling. 
In any case, I know of no means by 
which the Government could control 
such transactions. 


Opium Exports from India, 

Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, 
W.R. Holmfirth) : To ask the Secretary 
of State for India what has been the 
quantity of opium sold in India for 
export during the last four or five years ; 
and whether a declaration was made last 
month in Calcutta, as is usual, as to the 
quantity to be sold during the next 
ensuing opium year, and the quantity so 
declared, 


{17 Juty 1906} 


Lo 


(Juestions. 2 

(Answered by Mr. Seeretary Morley.) In 
the four years ending 1905 the annual 
number of chests of opium sold in India 
for export was 48,000. For 1906 the 
number is 52,800. In June of this year 
an announcement was made that 52,800 
chests would be sold in 1907. 


Alleged Improper Seizure of Dead Pigs 
by Sanitary Authorities at Cookstown. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8 ) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether inspectors 
appointed by the city council of Belfast 
have been recently attending trains and 
examining dead pigs brought in from the 
country markets by Belfast firms ; whether 
on the 7th instant four pigs which had 
cost top market price and had_ been 
passed by the market inspector were 
were seized out of Cookstown and con- 
demned ; whether the owner requested 
the inspector to give him a piece of the 
carcase which he considered diseased in 
order that he might be submitted to the 
Professor of Pathology in Queen's College, 
and was refused ; whether, on the in- 
spector making an application before 
Mr. Hodder, k.M., for an order to have 
the carcases destroyed, the owner was 
refused a hearing ; whether the Professor 
of Pathology in Queen’s College has since 
certified that the part of the carcase 
submitted to him was free from tuber- 
culosis ; and if he can say why Mr. Hod- 
der, R.M., refused to hear the owner, 
and if Graham, the inspector who seized 
the pigs, has been appointed a sanitary 
officer by the Belfast Corporation ; and, 
if so, has the appointment been confirmed 
and his duties prescribed by the Local 
Government Board. 


(Answered by Mr. Pryce.) 1 am in- 
formed that on the 7th instant Inspector 
Graham, a sanitary officer of the Belfast 
Corporation, seized four dead pigs as 
being affected with tuberculosis and unfit 
for human food, The inspector declined 
to give up any portion of the carcases 
until application for their destruction had 
been made to the magistrates. Mr. Hod- 
der, R.M., the chairman of the Bench, 
adjourned the hearing for a few hours 
in order that the owners of the carcases 
might be professionally represented, and 
on the further hearing solicitors for 
the owners were fully heard. The magis- 
trates ordered the destruction of the 
carcases, which were proved by two 
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veterinary surgeons to be affected with 


Questions. 


tuberculosis. According to evidence 
produced by the owners, the highest 


market price had been paid for the 
animals. The owners were subsequently 
allowed to take portions of the carcases 
for examination by the Professor of 
Pathology in Queen’s College, and it is 
understood that the professor found that | 
tubercular disease existed. Mr. Graham | 
has been appointed a sanitary officer 

by the Corporation of Belfast, and his | 
appointment has been confirmed by the | 
Local Government Board. The duties of 
such officers are not prescribed by nal 
Board. - | 





Lismore Salmon Weir. | 

Mr. O'SSHEE (Waterford, W.): To | 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
L 


| 
| 
| 
aware that at Lismore salmon weir on | 
| 


the River Blackwater, in the county 
Waterford, there is besides a killing | 


hatch two dummy hatches or gratings | 
which are kept closed instead of open 


during the weekly close time; and | 
whether, in the interest of the salmon | 


fisheries of the river, the Fisheries Branch 
of the Department of Agriculture will | 
hold an inquiry as to the legality of these 
dummy hatches not being opened during | 
the weekly close time, in view of the 
effect this fact is believed to have on the 
number of salmon which get into upper | 
reaches. 


(Answered by Mr, Bryce.) The question 
of the illegality at Lismore Weir is not 
one which can he decided by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, but is a mat- 
ter for the legal tribunals of the 
country, before which it can be brought 
by the local board of conservators or by 
any interested person who may be so 
advised. 


WUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Cost of Battleships. 


Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he can give an approximate 
estimate of the relative cost of eight 
hattleships in full commission, such as 
the Atlantic Fleet, and eight battleships 
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with nucleus crews on board ready for 


Questions. 


mobilisation, under the syst>m established 
by Lord Selborne’s Memorandum, De- 
cember 6th, 1904. 


THE SECRETARY To tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Mr. EpMuND Ropertson, Dun- 
dee): The Board of Admiralty are of 
opinion that it is not in the interests of 
the public service to give the information 
load which the hon, Member asks. 


British First-Class Battleships. 


Mr. BELLAIRS: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for the Surrey Division of 
Guildford, I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he is aware that 
the Return, No. 129, Fleets (Great 
3ritain and Foreign Countries), includes, 
as first-class battleships, seven French, 
and no German battleships launched 
rior to the National Defence Act. of 
1889; and whether the French battle- 
have been reconstructed and are 
being maintained, whereas, with the 
exception of slight alterations, the British 
battleships have not been reconstructed, 
and are not being maintained in a state 
fit to commission on the outbreak of war. 
.D ROBERTSON : The 


Mr. EDMUN 


| figures given in the first part ef the hon. 


Member’s Question are correct, and I am 
informed that of the seven French battle- 
ships in question, six have heen recon- 
structed, and the seventh is now in hand. 
As regards the eight British battleships 


referred to, the ‘“ Nile” and ‘ Tra- 
falgar” have been rearmed as far as 


their secondary armaments are concerned, 
and are now ready for immediate service 
if required. The remaining six are in 
special reserve and could be brought 
forward for active service in about six 
weeks. 


Army Pensions. 


Mr. H. R. MANSFIELD (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War whether his 
attention has been drawn to the fact that 
various boards of guardians have recently 
passed Resolutions to the effect that, in 
their opinion, the present system of pay- 
ing Army pensions quarterly or monthly 
is a direct cause of thriftlessness and an 
indirect cause of pauperism among ex 
soldiers ; and, if so, will he consider the 
advisability of arranging for such 
pensions to be paid weekly. 
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(Questions. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For; 
WAR (Mr. Hapane, Haddington): 
My attention has been drawn to various 
Resolutions on this subject. The whole 
question is at present under considera- | 
tion. 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Mortey, Montrose Burghs) : 
I have nothing to add to the very full 
statement which I made on Thursday 
last.¢ I am in communication with the 
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‘Government of India ; it is their affair 


| rather than mine. 


Norfolk Artillery Militia. 

*CapTAIN HERVEY (Bury St. Ed- 
munds): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War how soon the abolition 
of the Norfolk Artillery Militia will take 
place; and whether it is intended to 
convert the whole or a portion of this 
corps into ammunition train for the 
Regular Army. 


Mr. HALDANE: There is no inten- 
tion of abolishing the Norfolk Artillery 
Militia. It is intended that the Garrison 
Artillery Militia shall in future form a 
Field Artillery reserve, 


Army and Militia Recruits. 
ViscounT CASTLEREAGH (Maid- 
stone) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War what was the total number of 
recruits for the Army and Militia respec- 


tively enlisted in 1904; and how many | 


of the recruits in each case were nineteen 
years of age and upwards on enlistment. 


Mr. HALDANE: The total number 
of recruits for the Regular Forces in the 
vear ending September 30th, 1904, was 
42,642, of whom 21,154 were nineteen 
years of age or over. The number of 
recruits for the Militia for this period 
was 35,264,0f whom 13,618 were nineteen 
years of age or over. The noble Lord 
will find all this information in the 
(seneral Annual Report. 


Native Execution in India. 

Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he is in a position to give 
any explanation of the circumstances 
under which Udoya Patni, of Sylhet, in 
Eastern Bengal and Assam, was hanged 
under the orders of the Lieutenant- 
Governor, although his prayer for merey 
had been transmitted by the Lieutenant- 
General to the Governor-General in 
Council, and the orders of the Governor- 
General, granting a reprieve, arrived after 
the execution had taken place; and 
whether he can state what action he has 
taken, or proposes to take in the matter. 


Poppy Cultivation in British India. 

Mr. THEODORE TAYLOR (Lanca- 
shire, Radcliffe): [I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether his 
attention has been called to the fact that, 
notwithstanding Resolutions adopted by 
this House and assurances given by 
successive Governments that the area of 
poppy cultivation in British India should 
be materially reduced, the area under 
poppy in British India has been increased 
from 458,481 acres in 1893-4 to 642,831 
acres in 1903-4; and whether, in view 
of these facts and of the Resolution 
unanimously adopted by this House on 
May 30th last, he will instruct the 
Indian Government to effect a substantial 
reduction in the area under poppy during 
the coming seaso”. 


Mr. MORLEY: The matter has 
already attracted my attention. I 
understand that owing to good seasons 
and the anxiety of the cultivators to take 
licenses for poppy cultivation and to 
utilise them to the full, the area under 
the crop has of late years increased 
without any active effort on the part of 
the Opium Department. Since 1903-4, 
however, there has been a _ material 
reduction, the area in 1904-5 being only 
587,091 acres. I am in communication 
with the Viceroy as to the area for which 
licenses should be granted in the coming 
season, but at present I am unable to 
make a statement on the subject. 


Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire) was 
understood to ask if a reduction could 
not be secured by lowering the price 
paid for opium. 


Mr. MORLEY: That is a technical 
Question, of which I should like to have 
notice. 


Indo-Chinese Opium Trade. 
Mr. BAKER (Finsbury, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, in any communications which 
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may pass vetween His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and the Chinese Government on 
the Indo-Chinese opium trade, after the 
adoption of the Resolution of the House 
of Commons on May 30th last,+ His 
Majesty’s Government will endeavour to 
give effect to the declaration of policy 
made by Lord Salisbury in the House of 
Lords in June, 1898, that Great Britain 


should invite China into paths of reform. | 


Mr. MORLEY: As I stated in this 
House on May 30th,+ His Majesty’s 
Government propose to ascertain in the 
first place exactly what the proposals and 
inclinations of the Chinese Government 
are, and secondly to see whether they 
can in some way meet those views. 
Invitation is unnecessary, if the Chinese 
Government have already taken up the 
matter. Otherwise, Lord Salisbury’s 
remark that it is difficult to reform those 
who do not wish to be reformed, would 
apply. 


Str H. COTTON : Is it the intention | 


of His Majesty’s Government to take 
the initiative or to leave it to China to 
do that ? 


Mr. MORLEY: My hon. friend could 
not have listened to my Answer or he 


would have known that action has 
already been taken. 
Mr. LYNCH (Yorkshire W.R., 


Ripon): Arising out of the Answer to 
that Question, may | ask the right hon. 
(rentleman whether he will inquire of 
His Majesty’s Minister at Pekin, whether 
there is any likelihood of the Chinese 
Government being able effectually to 
prohibit the growing of low-grade and, 
therefore, more deleterious opium in 
China itself; and, if not, whether the 
stoppage of imports of high-grade opium 
into China might not have a result the 
reverse of that which we all desire on 
humanitarian grounds ? 


Mr. MORLEY said that before answer- 
ing that rather complicated Question he 
must consult with his advisers and see 
what could be done. 


Indo-Burmese Opium Trade. 


Mr BAKER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India if he will 
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grant a Return of the amount of Indian 
opium annually consumed in Burmah 
during the last thirty years ; and whether, 
seeing that it is generally recognised that 
the use of the drug is opposed both to 
/the national customs and religion of 
the Burmese, it is proposed to take any 
steps to lessen the consumption of it in 
that country. 





Mr. MORLEY: I have no objection 
|to evanting the Return. The present 
arrangements for the sale of opium in 
Burmah are intended to lessen the 
/consumption of it in that country, 
/especially among the Burmese, and are 
| being carefully watched. There are other 
‘races in Burmah whose customs and 
religion are not opposed to the use of 
opium. 


Railways in Northern Nigeria. 
Mr. WALKER (Leicestershire, Mel- 
ton): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
| State for the Colonies, with reference to 


| the Crown Agent's letter to his Depart- 
| ment, of 19th April. 1905, in which it 
| was stated that, with the small amount 
of information then in the pcssession of 
| the Government, it would be disastrous 
to fetter the future by taking any 
precipitate action in regard to the con- 
struction of a railway in Northern 
Nigeria, whether such further surveys 
have since been carried out have 
placed all material information at the 
disposal of the Government. 


as 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror tHE COLONIES (Mr. 
| CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): The 
surveys proposed have not all been 





carried out, but the Secretary of State 
considers that he has now sufficient 
information to enable him to arrive at 
certain conclusions with regard to the 
construction of railways in Nigeria, and 
I hope shortly to be in a position to make 
a statement on the subject. 


Population of Northern Nigeria. 

Mr. WALKER : I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, with 
reference to Sir F. Lugard’s statement, in 
his last annual Report, that the estimated 
figures of the population of Northern 
Nigeria bear striking witness to the 
devastation caused by war and_ slave 
raids, whether, before the construction of 
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a railway in that protectorate is recom- 
mended, a careful estimate will be made, 
and laid before the House, as to the 
likelihood that a sufficient supply of 
labour will be available locally for the 
proposed cultivation of cotton. 


Questions. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Sir F. Lugard’s 
statement does not imply that there would 
be an insufficient supply of labour for the 
cultivation of cotton in the districts 
suitable for cotton growing which would 
be traversed by the proposed railway to 
Kano. Large quantities of cotton are 
already grown in those districts, and it 
would seem from Mr. Weir's Report on 
the Railway Survey published in Cd. 
27x7 (page 178) that there is a large and 
industrious population, well accustomed 
to agricultural pursuits. Moreover, it 
should be borne in mind that the con- 
struction of a railway is recommended 
for reasons of military economy and 
aliministrative convenience as well as in 
connection with the cultivation of cotton, 
and the general development of trade. 


Flogging in the Chinese Compounds. 


Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that a Government 
inquiry was held in the compound of the 
Cason Mine on June 15th last into 
the truth or otherwise of the affidavit 
sworn by Mr. Thomas Ratclitfe regarding 
the flogging of a Chinese coolie ; that 
the inquiry was attended by the general 
manager of the mine and other persons 
connected with the Farrar group, together 
with the Government officials and five 
Commissioners of Police; that in the 
course of the inquiry coolie No, 277 
stated, through an interpreter, that the 
compound manager and the Chinese 
controls intimidated him so that he swore 
untruthfully that he had not been flogged, 
but that the other affidavit which he had 
taken stating that he had been flogged was 
the true one; will he say whether Mr. 
Ratcliffe was discharged within a few 
hours of his having sworn the affidavit 
which was the subject of the inquiry ; 
and whether he will state what steps the 
(rovernment propose to take to protect 
the coolies and the white miners from 
undue influence exercised by the mine 
managers. 
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CHURCHILL: The following 
account has been received from Lord 
Selborne by telegraph: Inquiry was 
held June 15th by Mr. Showers, Com- 
missioner of Police at Cason mine; 
Inspector Stewart acted as interpreter. 
Mr. Wilkinson, Inspector of Foreign 
Labour, was present : Mr. Cuthwaite and 
| the manager and other representatives of 
‘the mine. In the course of very 
voluminous evidence Coolie 277 stated 
that he had been flogged and referring to 
his original statement which was to the 
effect that he had not been flogged, said : 
“T made a statement before the inspector 
of Foreign Labour. I was afraid to give 
a correct statement as I did not know 
that trouble might arise.” It was on 
this inquiry that proceedings were 
instituted against Jimson which _ ter- 
minated, as stated in my telegram of 
July 7th, in a preparatory examination 
before the Magistrate being taken 
against Ratcliffe. In the case against 
Jimson, Coolie 277 returned to his original 
statement that he had not been flogged, 
and according to newspaper report of the 
first day of preparatory examination 
against Ratcliffe which is now adjourned 
till July 27th, he adheres very firmly to 
this statement, saying that everything 
he had said before the Commissioner of 
| Police was false. Full report of inquiry 
| by the Commissioner of Police left by 
|to-day’s mail. The Secretary of State 
|has not been informed as to when Mr. 
Ratcliffe was discharged, and proposes 
to await the receipt of the report. 


Mr. 








Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD: Is 
it true that the magistrate said some- 
thing to the effect that Mr. Ratcliffe 
was guilty of perjury ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The evidence was 
that the testimony of the Chinese coolie, 
which was material, was not to be relied 
upon, as on three occasions he made dia- 
metrically opposite statements. I do not 
know whether the statement attributed 
to the magistrate was made by him, but 
it is the fact that when the coolie re- 
pudiated his original evidence the case 
against Jimson fell through and _pro- 
ceedings were commenced and are still 
| proceeding against Ratcliffe. 








Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.): Has coolie 277 no name ? 
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Mr. CHURCHILL said he had, but 
he did not know the name, nor did he 
think it would facilitate proceedings if 
he did. 


Kaffir Labour Recruiting Licences. 


*Mr. LEHMANN (Leicestershire, 
Market Harborough): I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have given directions to Lord 
Selborne that licences to recruit Kaffir 
labourers for the mines are to be issued 
to all respectable and responsible persons ; 
and, if so, what is causing the delay in 
the issue of such licences. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I understand that 
licences are issued to all labour agents in 
the Transvaal, who are respectable and 
responsible persons, and who recruit for 
definite employers. With regard to 
licences for recruiting in Portuguese East 
Africa I would refer the hon. Member 
tomy Answer of yesterday to the Member 
for Bethnal Green South-West. 


Slave Trade in Morocco. 

Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if the police which are to 
be appointed in the coast towns of 
Morocco on the recommendation of the 
Algeciras Conference will have power to 
stop the public sale of slaves in those 
towns. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
Grey, Northumberland, Berwick): His 
Majesty's Government entertain no doubt 
that the police who are to be appointed 
in the coast towns of Morocco, being 
under the sovereign authority of the 
Sultan, will have power to carry out 
whatever instructions he may issue in 
regard to the prohibition of the public 
sale of slaves in those towns, and the 
attention of His Majesty’s Minister will 
be called to this Question. 


Mr. ASHLEY : Are we to understand 
that the police are not under the control 
of the Foreign Ministers, but under the 
control of the Sultan ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY: If I remember 
rightly, the condition was that there were 





+ See (4) Debates, elx., 1330. 





{COMMONS} 





Questions. 32 


/to be instructors appointed by the 
| European Governments, but the force was 
| to be under the control of the Sultan. 


| Commercial Agencies at Belgrade and 
Sofia. 


Mr. BAKER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether any steps are being taken to 
carry out the recommendations of His 
Majesty’s consuls at Belgrade and Sofia 
for the establishment of a commercial 
agency and bank in those cities. 


Str EDWARD GREY: It has not 
been thought desirable to carry out 
these particular proposals respecting a 
commercial bank and agency. 


Inspectorate of the Welsh Coal Field. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether the 
special dangers of the South Wales 
coalfield requiring a strong inspectorate 
extend to that part of the coalfield 
situate in Glamorganshire and Mon- 
mouthshire in Mr. Martin’s district ; 
whether Mr. Atkinson will act as 
superintending inspector over the whole 
of the South Wales coalfield, or only over 
that portion of it comprised in the 
Swansea and Cardiff districts; and, if 
only over the latter, can he say why any 
distinction has been drawn between those 
districts and the Newport district in this 
respect. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.): No part of 
Glamorganshire is included within the 
southern district which is under Mr. 
Martin’s charge. As regards the Mon- 
mouthshire mines, I understand that they 
correspond in character to the mines in 
the rest of the South Wales coalfield and 
the arrangements for their inspection 
will have to be considered when a 
vacancy in the southern district occurs. 


Mr. D, A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department what additional cost to the 
Treasury is involved in the appointment 


of Mr. Atkinson as_ superintending 
inspector for South Wales instead of 


inspector for the Swansea district only, 
as originally intended. 
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*Mr. GLADSTONE: The appoint-| nation of a child if, at the time of his 
ment of Mr. Atkinson to be superintend- | visit, the child is not in his opinion in a 
ing inspector will not in itself involve | fit and proper state to be successfully 
any additional cost to the Treasury. | vaccinated. I understand from the public 
The additional expenditure involved by | vaccinator referred to in the Question 
the new arrangements will be an allowance | that he always adopts this course, and 
of £150 a year to the assistant inspector | that he did not make the statement 
appointed to act as an inspector in charge | attributed to him as to the insufficiency 
of the Swansea District, and the salary of | of his scale of payment to recompense him 
an additional assistant inspector to take | for calling at the home unless he could 
the place of that officer, 7.¢.,a salary of | perform the vaccination. He further 


£300 a year, rising to £400. states that in the particular instance 
/mentioned his partner was Mr. Dixon's 

Merchant Shipping Laws in the medical attendant, and that the child had 
Channel Islands. been delicate until the age of about four 


Sir W..J. COLLINS (St. Pancras, W.): anda half months, but was fit fer vacci- 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for nation at the time the father told him 
the Home Degartment if he will state that he would have the child vaccinated 
what action has been taken with a view by his own medical man. 
to secure the extension of the provisions 
of the Merchant Shipping Laws of the Preston Post Office Staff. 
United Kingdom to the Channel Islands. Mr. ASHLEY: I beg to ask the 
Postmaster-General why the revision due 
*Mr. GLADSTONE: I am in com- to the Preston office in 1904 has not been 
munication with the Insular Authorities | brought into operation; and whether, if 
and with the Board of Trade, and I am_ it is intended to withhold it till after the 
not yet in a position to make any result of the present inquiry intothe pay 


statement. of postal servants is known, the revision 

will be based upon the needs of the office 

Vaccination Prosecution at at that time or when the original revision 
Chester-le-Street. became due. 


Mr. J. W. TAYLOR (Durham, Chester- 
le-Street): I beg to ask the President of THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
the Local Government Board whether he SypNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
is aware that, in the prosecution of Mr. | Poplar): Proposals to revise the indoor 
Dixon at Chester-le-Street police court, | force at Preston were put forward in 
on the 4th instant, the public vaecinator March 1905, but, the consideration of them 
stated that he was the private medical was necessarily delayed by the prolonged 
attendant of the defendant, that the child inquiry which it was found necessary to 
in question was not well enough in make in connection with several im- 
health to be vaccinated within the period portant points. The inquiries are now 
provided by statute, that had he called at | practieally completed and arrangements 
the home he could only have postponed will be made as soon as possible for 
the vaccination for two months, but that carrying out the revision, which will pro- 
his scale of payment was not sufficient | vide for the requirements of the office at 
to recompense him for calling at the home | the present time. 
unless he could perform the vaccination ; 
whether it is the duty of the public 
vaccinator, in cases where, in his opinion, 
children are too delicate or too ill to ren- 
der vaccination advisable, to furnish the | the Board of Education if he will state 
parents with certificates of postponement; | the total number of certified efficient 
and whether he will take steps to see that | schools in England and Wales, together 
such protection is afforded to parents in | with the number of scholars in attendance ; 
the Chester-le-Street Union. and in how many cases a guarantee has 
been required from the owners that they 

Tae PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL | will maintain the school for five years. 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Joun 
Burns, Battersea): It is the duty of a} The PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD oF 
public vaccinator to postpone the vacci- ! TRADE (Mr. Birre ct, Bristol, N.) : The 

VOL. CLXI. [Fourrn Series. | B 


School Statistics. 
Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 


westry): I beg to ask the President of 
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total number of certified efficient schools, 
not being public elementary schools, in 
England and Wales is 78. The average 
attendance is 6,171. It has not been the 
practice of the Board to require a 
guarantee from the owners as to the 
maintenance of the school for a specified 
period. 


Regent Street Quadrant. 

Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, West- 
minster): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether a petition, signed 
by the tenants of shops in Regent Street, 
has been presented to the Commissioners 
of Woods and Forests protesting against 
the design recently approved for the 
rebuilding of the Quadrant ; and whether, 


having regard to the fact that all the | 
petitioners are either lessees or occupiers | 
of premises in Regent Street, and in view | 
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and, if not, whether they will do so in 
future. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: The 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners do not 
make this a general condition. Fresh 





lettings for public-houses are rare 
;and are not sanctioned by the Com- 
| missioners, except to meet the needs 
|of the locality, when it is open to 
the licensing authorities to determine 
whether a six day or a seven day licence 
is required, 


| 
| 


In Answer to a Supplementary Ques- 
tion Mr. Hobhouse was understood 
'to say that the Commissioners largely 
trusted to the discretion of the magis- 
trates to take into consideration any 
| recommendations they made. 


of the majority by which it is signed, he | 


will undertake that their representations | 


shall be carefully considered. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


THE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- | 
Such a petition as | 
mentioned has been recently received | 


mouthshire, %.): 
and is now under consideration. 


Ecclesiastical Commissioners—Licensed 
Houses in Lincoln. 


Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, | 


Appleby) : On behalf of the hon. Member 
for Lincoln I beg to ask the hon, 
Member for East Bristol, as Church 
Estates Commissioner, what is the number 
of licensed houses owned by the Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners in the county of 
Lincoln, 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 


E.): So far as is known, there are two | 


public-houses on the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners’ Estates in the county of 
Lincoln. 


Ecclesiastical Commissioners and the 
Sunday Sale of Drink. 


Mr. LEIF JONES: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for West Denbighshire, I 


beg to ask the hon. Member for East | 


Bristol, as Church Estates Commissioner, 
whether the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, 
in leasing any place to be used asa public- 


house, or when assenting to the applica- | 
tion by a tenant for a licence to keep a | 
public-house, make it a condition that | 


there shall be no sale of drink on Sundays ; 


Appointment of Charity Trustees. 

Mr. SILCOCK  (Somersetshire, 
Wells): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for the Elland Division of Yorkshire, as 
representing the Charity Commissioners, 
whether, in making new schemes for the 
| administration of charities, the Commis- 
'sioners have ever arranged for the 
“appointment of the whole or a majority 
|of the trustees to be made by election; 
| or whether it is the general practice of 
the Commissioners to arrange that the 
whole or a majority of such trustees shall 
be co-opted ; and whether the Commis- 
sioners, with a view to securing the satis- 
factory and impartial administration of 
charitable trusts, will take steps, by some 
| system of election, to secure the influence 
|of public opinion being brought to bear 
| upon the trustees. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): In framing schemes for the 
administration of charities the Commis- 
sioners do as'a rule arrange for the 
| appointment of the whole or a majority 
'of the trustees to be made by election. 
The Commissioners do take such steps a 
are indicated by the hon. Member, by 
the introduction, as a general rule, of 
trustees appointed by local authorities, 
‘and are sensible of the benefits thereby 
secured in the way of publicity and of 
responsibility, but they are bound to 
exercise careful discretion, for the 
reasons connected with the limits of 
| jurisdiction in cases of large charities 
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which I explained to the hon. Member in 
my Answer to him last week. 


Scottish Pupil Teachers. 

Mr. BLACK (Banffshire): I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland under 
reference to the Regulations for the 
Training of Teachers recently laid upon 
the Table of the House whether it is the 
meaning and intention of the Govern- 
ment that pupil teachers should, after 
December 31st, 1914, cease to be 
regarded as part of the staff of any school 
for grant purposes, or whether it is the 
meaning and intention of the Govern- 
ment to permit, after that date, pupil 
teachers to continue to be reckoned as 
part of the teaching staff in the same 
way as has heretofore been the custom in 
Scotland ; and will pupil teachers, after 
1914, be admitted to the training 
colleges under the same conditions as 
pupil teachers seeking admission before 
that date. 


THe SECRETARY For SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Srnccair, Forfarshire) : Subject to 
the exceptions stated in Article 71 of the 
Regulations, after December 31st, 1914, 
no teachers other than certificated 
teachers will be recognised as part of a 
school staff for purposes of grant. As 
the Regulations now stand, therefore, 
pupil teachers will cease to be regarded 
as part of the school staif at that date. 
But this date may be postponed in subse- 
quent issues of the Regulations should 
that course be found desirable. 


Mr. BLACK: Will an 
Minute be laid on the Table / 


amended 


Mr. SINCLAIR: There is no such 
intention at present. The subject will 
be considered at the end of the year. 


Mr. SMEATON asked how it was the 
stutus of pupil teachers was being altered by 
Minute and not by Act of Parliament ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I must have notice 
of that Question. 


Portarlington Police Force. 
Mr. DELANY  (Queen’s County, 
Ossory) : | heg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 


he intends reducing the police force at 
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Portarlington; and can he say what 
reasons exist for maintaining two police 
barracks and a force of eleven policemen 
in a town of under 2,000 inhabitants. 

I beg also to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that the police 
station at Ballybrittas, Queen’s County, 
is only four miles from Portarlington, 
where there are two police barracks ; 
and, in view of the fact that the Bally- 
brittas police station was originally 
established at the request of a local 
evicting landlord, whether he will con- 
sider its discontinuance. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Brycr, Aberdeen, S.): I 
am informed that the police force at 
Portarlington station consists of seven 
men. The district attached to the 
station comprises not only the town, but 
also a large rural district, including 
Ballybritsas. There is not a second 
police station at Portarlington, but there 
is one at Kilmalogue, which is more than 
a mile distant and in another county. 
Four men belong.to this station, to which 
a large rural district in King’s County is 
attached. ‘The Inspector-General con- 
siders that the force at both of these 
stations is necessary. The police station 
at Ballybrittas was abolished a year and 
a half ago, so that a reduction in the 
locai police force has recently been made. 


Irish Police Pensions. 

Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
why, having regard to the fact that 
Section 7 (2) of the Superannuation Act, 
i887, deals only with cases where con- 
tributions are made out of money pro- 
vided by Parliament, the pensions paid 
on account of soldiers who are inmates 
of Irish district asylums are reduced by 
a stim equivalent to the capitation grant 
claimable ; whether this section has been 
held not to apply to the Dublin Metro- 
politan Police or the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary ; and whether he will give 
instructions that in future such pensions 
shall be paid in full without deduction, 
or that the total amount of the deductions 
made as a set-ol! to the capitation grant, 
roughly about £850 per annum, shall be 
placed to the credit of the Irish Local 
Taxation Account, out of which the 
capitation grants are paid. 


B2 





Labourers 


Mr. McKENNA: The Treasury has 
been advised that a contribution paid out 
of the Local Taxation Account towards 
the maintenance of a lunatic is paid out 
moneys provided by Parliament within 
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the meaning of Section 7 (2) of the 
Superannuation Act of 1887. It is 
therefore impossible for me, having 


regard to the provisions of that section, 
to give the instructions suggested by the 
hon. Member. The section does not 
apply to the Dublin Metropolitan Police 
or the Royal Irish Constabulary. 


The Transvaal Constitution. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of 
London) : May I ask the Prime Minister 
in reference to his engagement to do his 
best to have a statement and debate on 
the new Constitution to be granted to 
the Transvaal, whether he can tell us on 
what day the Estimates on which that 
discussion will be appropriate are likely 
to come on, and whether before they 
come on he would not think it desirable 
and right to furnish a brief Memorandum 
indicating the character of the Constitu- 
tion and the general lines on which the 
Government propose to frame their Order 
in Council? The right hon, Gentleman 
will recognise the importance of the 
subject and the great difficulty of dealing 
with it adequately if we know nothing 
of the policy the Government intend to 


pursue. 
THe PRIME MINISTER anv! 
FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 


(Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling 
Burghs): I think some Papers will 


probably be published which will give | 


a great deal of the information asked for. 
The date we contemplate for taking the 
Colonial Office Vote is July 31st. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that I would 
do my best, but it a little more 
than that. Jt is better than my best. 
We have no other idea than that 
a full statement shall be made of the 
general principles on that day, but I 
declined yesterday to pledge myself for 
the simple reason that we have not yet 
seen the Report of the Committee. We 
do not know to what extent it may 


is 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am much 
obliged. That is the last day of Supply, 
so that the proceedings would come to a 
conclusion at ten o'clock, and in that 
time we shall have to discuss the Transvaal 
Constitution and the merits and demerits 
of the Under-Secretary for the Colonies— 
two large subjects. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN ; 
I think the opinion on the second of those 
is so general and so universal that it will 
not require much time. 


Masgor SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
crombie): Will the Prime Minister bear 
}in mind that a large number of Members 
| have expressed a wish that Chinese labour 
| should be discussed before the present 
|session ends, Is there not a danger of 
| this subject being shut out by a debate 
| on the Transvaal constitution 





| Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN ; 
| I cannot say what topics will occupy the 
attention of the Committee. The only 
| thing I have stated is that the Govern- 
| ment intend to take that opportunity of 
|making a_ statement of the general 
| principle which will underlie the proposed 
| constitutions for the Transvaal and the 
| Orange River Colony. 

! 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
SILL. 

Special Report from the Select Com- 

| mittee, brought up, and read. 


| 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 


| printed. [No. 267.] 


| 
| 
| 
| LABOURERS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
| on Law, ete., with Amendments. 

| 

| 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
ibe printed. [No. 268. ] 


| 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
| Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 


| 268. ] 





commend itself to us as furnishing a | 

basis, and therefore [ think it is safer not | Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
to come under an actual obligation, but, | Committee), to be taken into consideration 
as I say, it is our full intention and | upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 
expectation that it will come on. | 312.] 
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NEW BILLS. 


TEXTILE WORKERS (SATURDAY AND 
SUNDAY HOLIDAYS) (No. 2) BILL. 
“To prohibit employment between 

noon on Saturday and six o'clock on 

Monday morning in woollen, worsted, and 

silk factories, and in dyeing and bleaching 

and dyeing works,” presented by Mr. 

Jowett ; supported by Mr. Snowden, Mr. 

Steadman, Mr. Wardle, Mr. O'Grady, 

Mr. Hudson, and Mr. George Roberts ; 

to be read a second time To-morrow, and 

to be printed. {Bill 313.] 


ABSENT VOTERS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To facilitate the recording of votes 
at Parliamentary Elections in Scotland 
by fishermen, sailors, and other persons 
hable to habitual and necessary absence 
from their usual residence in pursuit of 
their calling,” presented by Mr. Alexander 
Black ; supported by Mr. Eugene Wason, 
Mr. Crombie, and Mr. John Henderson ; 
to be read a second time upon Thursday, 
22nd November, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 314.) 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 

(In the Committee.) 
|Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the chair. | 
Clause 37 :-— 


*Mr. F. E. SMITH (Liverpool, Walton) 
moved an Amendment to make sub- 
section | read as follows :—“ His Majesty 
may by Order in Council establish a con- 
sultative education committee under the 
Board of Education, to be called the Welsh 
Central Committee, consisting of members 
appointed by the councils of counties and 
of county boroughs and of boroughs, 
provided that the President of the Board 
of Education shall be responsible to 
Parliament for any act of the Welsh 
Central Committee done in the exercise 
of any of the powers of the Board 
of Education delegated to the com- 
mittee under this section, and_ shall 
have full control over the committee in 
respect of the exercise of such powers.” 
The proposal contained in the Amend- 
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ment, he said, was one which he ven- 
tured to think it was possible to discuss 
in a conciliatory spirit and without 
heat of any kind. There had _ been 
a conference in Wales at which repre- 
sentatives of different opinions were 
present to discuss the whole question of 
the practicability of a Council for Wales. 
It certainly seemed a reasonable expecta- 
tion that the same tone which character- 
ised the proceedings of the conference 
might also be introduced into the debate 
in this House. The first observation he 
had to make was that the scheme came 
before them in a skeleton shape, which 
was a serious objection. In the very 
limited time at their disposal they were 
not to have the advantage of discussing 
any details of the scheme. It was difficult 
to see, if this slipshod method of legislation 
was appropriate and reasonable in the case 
of Wales, why the Government might 
not have evaded the very real difticulties 
which had been embarrassing them for 
some time by dealing with education in 
England in the same manner. It was 
recognised, however, that such a method 
would be neither constitutional nor con- 
venient, and one explanation only had 
been put forward of the extraordinary 
tactics the Government had thought 
proper to adopt in the case of Wales. The 
President of the Board of Trade put the 
justification entirely upon the ground of 
the unanimity in Wales on the subject of 
their educational requirements. It there 
was any real unanimity amongst all de- 
nominations in Wales, not merely as to 
the principle of the proposal, but also as 
to the immensely important details 
involved in it, the only right of any 
Member who was not a Welsh Member 
to intervene in the debate would be from 
the point of view of the English taxpayer. 
From what the President of the Board of 
Trade had said, one would gather that 
under him Wales was more unanimous 
than it had been since the days of 
Llewellyn. While acquitting the right 
hon. Gentleman of any intention to mis- 
lead the Committee, the claim for unan- 
imity as he put it forward was as 
misleading as any such claim could be. 
There was not, and never had been, any 
such unanimity in Wales, and the Liberal 
representative of Canarvonshire said at 
the conference at Cardiff— 

“It is useless to pass a general resolution in 
favour of the scheme when you have no details 
before you.” 
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That was the Liberal and Noncon- 
formist opinion. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said at that conference— 

* So long as we talk about general principles 
it is very easy to get agreement, but as soon as 
we try to form a practical plan we find every- 
one criticising us from every point of view,” 

It was vaguely alleged that the Angli- 
ean and Roman bishops were also unan- 
imously in favour of this proposal 
The fact was, however, that the bishop of 
Llandaff said— 

‘“We want more intormation. There are 
important details which we must consider. 
It is a serious matter if all the powers in the 
Board of Education are to be vested in an 
elective body.” 


The Bishop of St. Asaph said— 

“T advise we should hasten slowly, and 
that a committee should consider the whole 
matter.” 


The Bishop of St. David’s said— 


“This resolution does not go far enough into 
detail to allow me to commit myself.” 


Whilst the representatives of voluntary 

schools who attended that conference 
were no doubt unanimously in favour of 
some such proposal as that introduced in 
the last Parliament or provided by his 
Amendment, they were not prepared to 
pledge themselves to the details of this 
Bill until they were before them, as they 
ought to be before the Committee of the 
House of Commons. It was a fact, more- 
over, that Mr. Lewis Morgan, a Conserva- 
‘ive, moved and carried an amendment at 
he conference providing for an appeal, as 
n England, to the Board of Education, 
and not to a national council, and it was 
on the strength of that resolution such 
unanimity as was forthcoming was 
obtained. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Liuoyp-GrorGce, Carnar- 
von Boroughs): That was the second 
- conference. 


*Mr. F. E. SMITH said that was so, but 
the importance of the amendment was not 
diminished by that circumstance, and he 
wanted to know whether or not the Govy- 
ernment were prepared to adhere to the 
sense of the Amendment. If so, and if such 
amendment were found to be workable, 
then a very strong ground of denomina- 
tional objection would be removed. He was 
sure the right hon. Gentleman the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade would take an 


Mr. FF. BE. Smith. 


{COMMONS} 
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upon the matter. A still more important 
duty was thrown upon the Committee, that 
of eliciting some elucidation of the all 
important details. It was clear the 
Government had not given the slightest 
attention to the proposal, indeed he was 
driven to the conclusion that the 
Minister in charge had not made the 
investigation of which the Minister for 
Education spoke when introducing the 
Bill, or satisfied himself, not as to the 
broad principles, but as to the feasibility of 
working them in practice. The President 
of the Board of Trade was the only Mem 
ber of the Cabinet in favour of this pro- 
posal. The right hon. Gentleman laughed, 
but in the course of his speech at the 
Cardiff Conference he remarked— 

“Tf the conference does not pass the resolu 

tion, there will be joy among eighteen men in 
the Cabinet.” 
Was it suggested that the eighteen men 
in the Cabinet would rejoice at losing a 
part of the Bill which they considered to 
be of some value? It was not without 
significance that the right hon. Gentleman 
told the conference that all his colleagues 
in the Cabinet would rejoice if only they 
could get rid of that part which dealt with 
Wales. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : The Bill was 
not In existence then. 


*Mr. F. E. SMITH remarked that if 
the proposal far the Council was not in 
existence, he would like to know what 
became of the sanction supposed to he 
given to it by the conference. There 
was really only one argument of principle 
used throughout the conference in tavour 
of the proposal. The right hon, Gentle- 
man said— 

* All we ask is that we shall be able to co- 
ordinate the branches of education in Wales. 
We have complete control of secondary educa- 
tion and also of higher education, but primary 
education is controlled from Whitehall, so far 
as administration is concerned. It is impor- 
tant to us all that they should fit in.” 


The real fact, of course, was that 
Wales had in intermediate education only, 
the same degree of independence as his 
Amendment would give her under the 
Bill. She never had possessed anything 
like the same wide and dangerous inde- 
pendence in respect of intermediate: 
education as would be given to her by 
the proposal of the Government to-day. 
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The only existing difference between 
Welsh and English secondary schools 
was that Welsh schools, under the prefer- 
ential provisions of the Welsh Inter- 
mediate Education Act received a 
Treasury Grant over and above any 
which was available for the use of English 
intermediate schools. But the futility of 
any comparison between Welsh inter- 
mediate and elementary education, from 
the point of view of the Government's 
proposal, became immediately obvious 
when it was known that the former 
affected 10,000 children and the latter 
400,000. The most casual observation 
of the two schemes showed that no 
argument drawn from the one possessed 
the slightest value when raised to re- 
inforce the establishment of the other. 
Nor could any analogy be found in the 
Welsh Central Board, which really only 
discharged advisory functions under a 
delegation from the Board of Edueation 
and under conditions which furnished the 
strongest possible security for the con- 
stant exercise of Imperial control. The 
functions exercised by the Welsh Central 
Board were comparable to those delegated 
by the Board of Education to the English 
Universities in respect of English 
secondary schools. Summing up thi 
branch of the argument he might claim 
broadly that since the Act of 1902, which 
of course applied to Welsh secondary 
schools, those schools were provided by the 
authority, aided by grants and subsidised 
by the Treasury. Over their expenditure 
and their management the control of the 
Treasury was constant and direct. The 
most serious objection to the proposal 
was the constitutional one. He would 
like to ask the Minister for Education 
where was the administrative responsi- 
bility to be assigned for the acts of this 
Welsh Council, and by what detailed 
steps did he propose to make that adminis- 
trative responsibility effective! Was a 
system of checks and balances to develop 
somehow by a process of physiological 
evolution? One Welsh Member had 
said— 


Education (England 


“There will be a Minister responsible for 
the estimate. It will be necessary to create 
in some form a Welsh Department. Wales 
must have a Minister whose position will be 
analogous to that of the Secretary for Scotland 
or the Chief Secretary for Ireland.” 


Was that spokesman authorised to 
make himself the mouthpiece of the 


Government in making that declaration? | 
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Were these some of the incidental de- 


tails to be filled in afterwards? They 
were wilfully destroying by this 


Bill the only possible means by which the 
control of the Board of Education could 
be made effective. They were destroying 
the inspectorate staff, and how could 
they anticipate an effective control by the 
Board of Education when it had no 
independent information, when the whole 
interest of the Welsh Council was obvi- 
ously to save the ratepayers and exploit 
the taxpayers, and the only representative 
whom they could claim to have in the 
House would be some official who might 
not be able in the slightest to control the 
acts of a body with strong and definite 
opinions which arrived at its decisions 
by a majority vote? The hon. Member 
for the Swansea District had said at the 


| Conference that the Council would have 


nothing to do with the management of 
elementary schools, that it would 
have no power to deal with religious 
instruction or any of those matters 
which had been the subject of heated 
controversy in the last few years, and 
that there was nothing in the clause 
to give the Council the right in any way 
to interfere with the trust deeds or 





managers of any voluntary schools in 
Wales. ‘To test these generous assurances 
he would only ask whether the Minister 
for Education was prepared to make 
himself responsible in the House for 
the conduct and decisions of the 
Welsh Council acting by a majority 
and constituted as was apparently con- 
templated by the Bill? Would anyone 
suggest that pandemonium would not 
follow in England, if for a permanent 
body like the Board of Education they 
were to substitute an elective body 4 
What would be the difficulties of the 
House in connection with the Budget ? 
There was another serious point to be 
considered, and that was the interests 
of those churches and schools in Wales 
which did not possess to-day any re- 
presentation in the House. How far 
was the right hon. Gentleman pre- 
pared to accept Amendments with the 
view of securing the protection promised 
to them’? Various questions of an 
administrative character presented them- 
selves. It was all very well for the right 
hon. Gentleman to say ina spirit of very 
novel conciliation that he undertook 
to give protection for denominational 
teaching, and that none of their religious 
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differences should go to the Council. But 
the Government had failed to see how 
perversive these religious differences were. 
Who, for instance, was to decide 
whether the schools were adequately 
staffed? He contended that such decision 
must rest with the Board of Education 
if denominational interests were to re- 
ceive adequate protection. He would 
also like to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether it was proposed — that 
the Council should be the judge as to 
whether an individual school was necessary 
or not, or was there to be an appeal on that 
point from the Council to the Board of 
Education? Again, in connection with 
training colleges under the Bill, it would 
apparently be in the power of the Welsh 
Council to sweep away the denomina- 


tional character of training colleges 
altogether. Many Welsh churchmen 


were anxious to be informed whether the 
power to deal with these training colleges 
would be one of the powers devolving 
upon the Council or whether it would 
devolve upon the Board of Education. 
He would also like to be informed how the 
proposals of the Government would affect 
Section 15 of the Act of 1870. That 
stern sense of duty which led so many of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s supporters 
into an unpleasant predicament under the 
Act of 1902 would still be active under 
the Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: There are no 
passive resisters in Wales. 


*Mr. F. E. SMITH said the right hon. 
Gentleman would concede that this was 
because their place had been taken by 
active resisters. Further, he wanted to 
know whether or not it was proposed in 
the future, assuming that the objections 
experienced by highly developed con- 
sciences against Clause 4 became trouble- 
some, to apply constraint by the Board 
of Education or by the Council. The 
Edueation Authorities’ Default Act had 


not been included in the schedule as 
being repealed by the present Bill. He 


apprehended that on the principle of 
setting a thief to cateh a thief the 
Council would be empowered to exercise 
it at the expense of a recalcitrant 
member. The powers under the 
present Bill were of the greatest possible 
importance. There were the following 
most important appeals to the Board of 
Education and he hoped the right hon. 


Mr. F. E. Smith. 
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Gentleman would say whether those 
appeals would continue to be to the 
Board of Education, or would be assigned 
to the newly created Council. In the 
first place there was the approval of 


the arrangements under Clause 2, 
appeals under Paragraph (a) Sub- 


section (1) of Clause 2; appeals and 
administrative action under Clause 4; 
regulations under public inquiries under 
Clause 13 (3); decision as to who were 
owners under Clause 13 (4) ; powers 
under the Government Amendments to 
enable the Board of Education to compel 
transfers under Clause 2. He wished to 
know whether the President of the Board 
of Trade had considered the constitutional 
difficulties which presented themselves. 
Were they going to perpetuate an appeal to 
the Board of Education on all those points ¢ 
Under Article 10 of the Code the appel- 
late tribunal was authorised to decide 
whether a new. school was wanted, 
whether existing premises were suitable, 
or whether the existing schools ought 
to be continued. What was the ad- 
ministrative machinery which informed 
the appellate body 4 The only machinery 
of the kind was that very Board 
of Inspectors which they were going 
to destroy. What he wanted to know 
was how were they going to set 
up an appellate body in the shape 
of the Board of Education when they 
had taken away every source of informa- 
tion by the aid of which they could 
discharge their appellate function and 
without the constant presence of which 
they could not discharge those fune- 
tions or any analagous functions in the 
future. They would be told that it was 
not necessary for them to assume that 
all those powers would not be exercised 
in anything but a charitable and con- 
siderate way towards minorities, and 
that it was malicious and petty to 
assume that the decisions of the Welsh 
Council would be actuated by bitter 
prejudice against the voluntary schools 
of Wales. If that objection was made 
they might reasonably ask, not in 
any spirit of bitterness, what was the 
position taken up by those very bodies 
who were now to constitute the new 
Council in Wales? What was the spirit 
shown by those bodies when they acted 
both separately and together during the 
last few years? They could not, for 
instance, forget a resolution which was 
moved at the Llandudno Conference of 
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the North Wales Education authorities 
in 1902 by Mr. E. R. Davies in the 
following words— 

“That this Conference heartily commends 
the action of those local authorities which 
have warned the Government that they would 
decline to administer this unpopular and 
oppressive measure if foreed upon the country, 
and that this Conference hopes this example 
will be followed generally by other authorities 
throughout the country.” 


If there was any single right which 
directly or indirectly placed the rights 
of denominational schools at the mercy 


d 


of those who were responsible for 
this intolerant policy and who held 
this lawless and insolent language, 
then this proposal was impossible in 
any shape or form. They could 


not forget that the President of the 
Board of Trade himself in the course 
of that agitation, in May, 1903, moved 
a resolution to the effect that until the 
Education Act was amended Welsh 
Councils should refrain from applying 
rates to the support of all such schools. 
He submitted to the Committee that if 
that was the spirit which animated the 
shepherds of the people, some little 
apprehension might be felt in regard 
to the sheep, more especially in a fold 
in which the right hon. Gentleman would 
not be present. Conciliation to be 
persuasive must be a plant of mature 
growth and the right hon. Gentleman’s 
antecedents exposed him to no little 
suspicion. With every desire to hear 
what the President of the Board of 
Trade had to say upon those sugges- 
tions, he claimed to have shown that 
the Government had not given that 
degree of attention to the administrative 
ditticulties involved which the Committee 
had a right to demand. Nothing what- 
ever, up to the present, had been placed 
before the Committee which would enable 
hon. Members to satisfy themselves that 
Parliament was retaining any direct or 
efficient control over the expenditure of 
public money by this new Council. 
Whilst the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Trade and 
those who agreed with him declared 
that they were anxious to protect the 
rights of minorities in Wales, the 
Government had not given the slightest 
indication of any contemplated action 
except by rhetorical eulogies of the 
quality of charity, and certainly they 
had not attempted to work out their 
pledges in detail. It would not be 
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possible to develop those protective clauses 
in practice unless they reinforced the 
Board of Education by a staff of in- 
spectors without the informative assist- 
ance of which the exercise of appellate 
duties was impossible. He begged tomove, 


Amendment proposed— 


In page 20, lines 16 and 17, to leave out 
the words “central education authority for 
Wales, to be called the couneil for Wales,” 
and insert the words “ consultative education 
committee under the Board of Education, to 
be called the Welsh Central Committee.” 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that per- 
haps the Committee would allow him to 
intervene at this stage of the debate. 
The hon. and learned Member for the 
Walton Division of Liverpool had re- 
viewed the whole of this clause and its 
proposals, and it was an advantage that 
he had done so at the very outset, because 
that would enable him (Mr. Lloyd- 
George) to cover most of the ground 
and point out at once in- what 
respects the Government were prepared 
to meet those criticisms. He would 
deal first of all with the historical part 
of the hon. Member’s speech referring 
to the origin of the clause. He did not 
complain generally of the statement made 
by the hon. and learned Member, but he 
pointed out that at the time of the 
first conference, representative of all 
creeds, this clause was not in existence. 
The Bill had not been produced, and 
therefore he could not have said that the 
Cardiff conference was in favour of a 
Council for Wales. The hon. Member, 
however, was himself in favour of a 
council of this kind, provided that the 
administrative details were satisfactory. 
In that respect the hon. Member repre- 
sented the vast majority of the Conserva- 
tives in Wales. He did not mean to say 
that every Conservative and every 
Churchman viewed with approval any sort 
of council. It would be too much to ask 
that there should be absolute unanimity 
in any country on any particular pro- 
posal ; but here they had a representative 
conference at which were present two 
Anglican Bishops, two Roman Catholic 
Bishops and the majority of the Con- 
servative candidates for Wales. A Resolu- 
tion was unanimously passed in favour of 
a National Council for Wales to aid and 
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supply education of all kinds, primary, 
secondary, and higher. The Resolution 
was carried in this form on the suggestion 
of the Bishop of St. David's. He did 
not think that any country could go 
further in the way of unanimity than 
Wales did upon that occasion, It was 
no doubt the case that there had been 
considerable exacerbation during the con- 
flict of the last three or four vears ; but 
the remarkable zeal on the part of the 
Welsh people for educational efficiency 
induced this representative conference to 
meet and to pass this Resolution unani- 
mously. As a Welsh Member and as a 
Member of the Government, all he asked 
was that the Committee should not thwart 
the unanimous desire of the Welsh people 
on this question, so that they might 
be able to meet hon. Members and others 
reasonably in matters wherein they had 
good ground for criticism. He would also 
point out that there were two powerful 
organs of Conservative opinion in Wales 
—the /Vestern Maii—he did not think 
there was an abler paper in the whole 
country—and the Swonsea Post, a half- 
penny newspaper with a considerable 
influence. The two daily papers repre- 
senting the Unionist Party in Wales sup- 
ported this proposal. The first conference 
was held before the Bill had been 
prepared ; but a second conference, repre- 
sentative of Welsh education authorities, 
was held in June, and expressed _ its 
approval of the establishment of a Welsh 
National Council for Education. The 
Resolution was proposed and seconded by 
supporters of the Conservative Party, and 
yas carried with only four dissentients. 
That Resolution was moved by a Conserva- 
tive and seconded by a Conservative, and 
had many Conservative supporters, That 
showed that this was not regarded as a 
political question in Wales. When the 
hon. and learned Member quoted from 
the speeches of his opponents he ought 
not to take half a sentence and leave the 
rest. The statement that the Cabinet 
would rejoice if the scheme were dropped 
was made to suggest, not that the Cabinet 
were opposed to the scheme, but that 
they were anxious not to overload their 
Bill. He had no doubt that those quota- 
tions were supplied to the hon. and 
learned Member, and therefore he was 
not altogether responsible for the im- 
perfect condition in which they had been 
placed before the Committee. The hon. 
and learned Member was wrong in saying 
Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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that in regard to intermediate education 
there was no autonomy in Wales. <Auto- 
nomy was complete, and it had been an 
unqualified success. There was no country 
in Europe which had made such sacrifices 
for secondary education as Wales. Some 
Welsh counties had surpassed even 
Prussia, and in the matter of rating and 
voluntary contributions their grants in 
proportion were very much higher. Wales 
had rated herself more highly for primary 
education than Scotiand. While in 
England the whisky money was used for 
a long time in relief of rates, the Welsh 
counties had applied the whole of the 
money to building up their system of 
secondary education. The result was 
that, while secondary education was in 
England largely a matter of class, in 
Wales 8,000 out of the 10,000 children 
in the secondary schools came from 
the elementary schools. Colleges like 
that at Bangor—to which there was no 
parallel in the poor districts of England— 
had been founded by the voluntary con- 
tributions of quarrymen and agricultura! 
labourers. The country that was doing 
that had some claim to come to the House 
of Commons. He put forward this pro- 
posal for a Welsh Council frankly and 
sincerely on educational grounds. There 
was an idea that Wales wanted to set 
up some sort of infernal machine for 
the purpose of blowing up the last 
remnant of denominationalism. If that 
were done it would be done by means 
of the county councils. It was not 
the object of this proposal, he could 
assure the Committee. As long as edu- 
cational powers were given to this 
National Council, he would prefer that 
no powers should be given by which the 
religious controversy could be introduced 
into the Council’s deliberations. The 
success of the Welsh University colleges 
was attributable to the fact that the 
religious controversy had been kept out. 
Any power which would allow — the 
Council to wrangle about religion would 
destroy its efficiency from the outset. He 
should welcome any help in eliminating 
the virus of this religious controversy 
from the system of Welsh education, As 
to criticisms of detail, the first Amend- 
ment dealt with the question of control. 
He was not afraid of control, and, if it 
was felt that real and effective Parlia- 
mentary control ought to be re- 
tained, he was perfectly willing to 
agree to Amendments with that purpose. 
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He could not accept the Amendment the 
hon. and learned Member had moved, 
because it reduced the Welsh Central 
Committee to a consultative body. They 
might cut down the functions of that 
body if they liked, but they should be 
administrative functions. He would be 
prepared to accept the principle of the 
hon. and learned Member’s Amendment 
on the Paper, which provided that— 

“The President of the Board of Education 
shall be responsible to Parliament for any act 
of the Welsh Central Committee done in the 
exercise of any of the powers of the Board of 
Education delegated to the Committee under 
this section, and shall have full contrel over 
the Committee in respect of the exercise of 
such powers.” 


He accepted both of those conditions 
fully, but he did not think the responsible 
Minister should be the President of the 
Board of Education, He thought there 
ought to be a special Department dealing 
specially with this body. That would 
involve a considerable modification of the 
clause, and it would be a considerable 
concession to hon, Gentlemen opposite. 
It meant that there should be a Minister 
who would be answerable to the House 
for everything that was done by the 
Welsh Council in the exercise of its 
delegated powers, and who would have 
full control over that Council. He 
thought there would be no difficulty in 
appointing « special Minister with a 
special staff. He might be a Member of 
the present Ministry holding the office of 
junior Lord of the Treasury or some other 
ottice. The power he would have would 
be the power of the purse. He would 
be responsible for the grants. In regard 
to this matter there was an Amendment 
on the Paper in the name of the hon. 
Member for Blackpool, to provide that— 
“The Board of Education shall continue to 
have power to inspect during the hours allotted 
to secular instruction all Welsh schools in 
receipt of Parliamentary grants, and_ shall 
annually prepare and lay betcre Parliament 
a statement of the sum which, in the opinion 
of the Board of Education, it is desirable that 
Parliament should grant in respect of educa- 
tion and science and art in Wales.” 
That meant that the financial respon- 
sibility would rest upon this Minister. 
He could not accept the Amendment 
in this particular form. What he 
contemplated was that 
should have financial responsibility 
and financial control. He would 
also have power over the Code. The 
Code might be prepared by the Council, 


the 


{17 JuLy 1906} 


Minister | 


and Wales) Bill. 54 


but it could only be passed by the 
Minister, and he would be responsible for 
it. In this regard the powers of the 
Council would be consultative. What 
the hon. Member wanted was that there 
should be complete responsibility vested 
in Parliament for this Code; that the 
Codz should not be prepared by the 
Council, and that financial responsibility 
for it should not be vested in the Council. 
He thought that was a sound doctrine. 
After all, finance depended on the Code. 
It was quite clear that the Minister who 
was responsible to Parliament should not 
part with that power, and therefore he 
_proposed to accept, on behalf of the 
Government, the substance of the Amend- 
ment, and to provide that the Minister 


should prepare annually this _ state- 
ment and prepare it on the basis 
of inspection and on the basis of 
the Code, for which he would have 
complete responsibility. With regard 
to the question of appeal, the hon. 


for the Walton 
had catal yeued 
considered 


and learned Member 
Division of Liverpool 
the subjects on which he 


there ought to be an appeal from 
the Council in Wales to the Board of 
Edueation. He would like to know 


whether the hon. and learned Member's 
view was not modified by the fact that 
there would be a Minister responsible 
to the House. The hon. and learned 
Member had placed upon the Paper the 
following Amendment— 


“ No power or duty of the Board of Educa- 
tion shall be transferred to the Welsh Council 
which affects denominational interests or 
religious disputes or, in particular, any of the 
following matters :—(1) The approval of the 
plans or site of any elementary school which 
it is proposed to take over under Section 5 oi 
this Act; (2) the placing of any such school 
on the annual grant list under Article 27 of 
the Code; (3) any decision as to whether any 
such school or any transferred voluntary 
school is necessary under Article 29 of the 
Code; (4) the inspection of any transferred 
voluntary school and any decision as to 
whether any such school is maintained at a 
satisfactory level of efliciency, due regard being 
had to the condition of other schools in the 

| area, or as to the compliance of such school 
with any articles of the Code relating to 
efficiency ; (5) the decision of questions arising 
under Section 18 of the Elementary Education 
‘ Act, 1870, so far as they concern any trans- 
ferred voluntary school; (6) the making of 
regulations for training colleges and secondary 
schools ; (7) the making of a code of regula- 
tions for such public elementary schools as 
are transferred voluntary schools or State- 
aided schools—nor any power of control which 
‘ the Board of Education shall exercise in respect. 
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ot the Board of Edueation arising under 
Sections 2, 4, 13, Sub-sections 3 and 4, of this 
Act, nor any power or duty exercised by the 
Buard of Education as successors of the Charity 
Commissioners, or otherwise in respect of 
‘educational charities.” 

In regard to sub-sections (1), (2), and 
(3), there was no appeal under the Bill 
in England, and therefore he did not 
see why there should be an appeal from 
the Welsh Council to the Board of 
Education. Sub-section (5) dealt with 
the question of unnecessary — schools. 
That was an important matter. He 
quite understood that hon. Members 
opposite and their friends in Wales might 
not be disposed after the recent con- 
troversies to trust the Council to decide 
the question whether a voluntary school 
was a necessary school or not. He pro- 
posed, in a case of that sort, that the 
appeal should go to the Board of Educa- 
tion. With regard to facilities under 
Sections 2, 4, and 13 of the Bill, he 
quite admitted they could hardly ask 
that, at the present moment, hon. Mem- 
bers opposite should feel absolute confi- 
‘dence in matters of that sort in the 
Council ; and, therefore, they agreed that 
in cases of that kind it would be desirable 
that the appeal should go straight to the 
Board of Education rather than to the 
new Council. There was a very good 
defence for such an appeal. In one 
instance prior to the last Act the salaries 
paid by the voluntary school managers 
amounted to £460, but after the Act 
these salaries were raised to £600, which 
was nota bad increase in the course of 
eighteen months. The religious bias 
had been introduced not by the parish 
councils but by the Board of Education. 
As to the question of a sufficient and 
suitable staff, surely that would not arise. 
If this Bill became an Act, there would 
be no voluntary schools. They would 
all be council schools, and all the teachers 
in future would be teachers of the council, 
and there was no reason, therefore, why 
they should cut down the staff of one 
school and increase it in another school. 
The hon. and learned Member did not 
seem to think that the Board of Educa- 
tion could very efficiently consider these 
appeals or administer its appellate juris- 
diction after it had parted with so many of 
its powers to a Council in Wales. He did 
not see why that should be so at all. The 
only feeling he had got about the whole 
‘matter was this. They had been able to 
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carry, he thought he might venture to 
say, 80 per cent. of the Churchmen and 
Conservatives of Wales with them in 
their attempt to set up some sort of local 
autonomy for primary education in Wales, 
These Churchmen and Conservatives, who 
had been devoting their lives to building 
up their primary and secondary education, 
were coming in to kelp them in this 
matter. They had appealed to the 
Government for these safeguards. The 
Government felt they had a right almost 
to demand them now that they had come 
in, and would co-operate with them. He 
felt it was better for them to get an in- 
ferior machine, with limited powers, 
which practically the whole of the people 
would work from the beginning with a 
whole heart, without any fear and without 
any suspicion, than to get a more 
perfect and more complete machine which 
half the population would regard only 
with distrust. That was the reason why, 
in response to the appeals made to them 
from Wales, and to the appeal which had 
been made so effectively by the hon. 
Member opposite on behalf of such large 
numbers in Wales who were not repre- 
sented in the House, the Government 
were prepared to meet the case in the 
manner he had indicated. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said that no one 
who had listened to the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman would deny that it was in- 
tended to smooth away difficulties and to 
conciliate opposition. He was not pre- 
pared to deny, without a much closer 
examination of the proposals than he had 
been able to give to them, that many of 
the fundamental objections which he had 
to Part LV. from the constitutional point 
of view had been modified by the an- 
nouncement of the concession the Govern- 
ment were prepared to make. But that 
fact ought not to blind them to the 
extraordinary, the almost monstrous 
—certainly the unexampled—treatment 
which the Committee and the House had 
received from the Government, not now 
for the first time, and not in connection 
with this Bill alone, in regard to their 
powers of discussing great and_ vital 
changes. They were now working under 
extraordinary rules, devised for the pur- 
pose of this particular measure. If they 
had been in their ordinary condition of 
freedom, it would have been his duty, as 
Leader of the Opposition, to move to 
report progress, as far as this clause was 
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concerned, in order that the Committee | leave the Paper of Amendments abso- 
might have time to consider the changes | lutely innocent of the smallest hint 
which had been introduced. He was | or suggestion of what they were going to 
precluded, and the Government knew he | do, and then at the last moment, late in 
would be precluded, from taking any such | the afternoon of the day on which the 
step on the present occasion. It was, | closure fell on this clause, to announce a 
then, incumbent upon the Government as | new policy which was not even hinted at 
guardians of their debates to give the | in the clause, and with the air of confer- 
Committee full notice of the proposals | ring an enormous boon upon the House 
which they intended to make. The Gov-| and country, the Committee in general 
ernment had had this clause before them | and the Opposition in particular. — If 
for months, and they were perfectly | embodied ina Bill the new proposal would 
familiar with the general character of the | require a First and Second Reading and 
objections which the Opposition had to it | Committee stage ; it would occupy long 
in the shape in which it appeared in the | debates in the House, legitimately and 
sill. Before the Second Reading he | necessarily and not under the closure or 
himself called public attention to the fact | the highly artificial conditions under 
that the clause conferred administrative | which the debates were now carried on. 
and legislative Home Rule on Wales. | What was the new proposal? It was not 
That was their first objection; and the | merely to give a central authority in 
Government knew the second objection | Wales for primary education, but for all 
they felt to the clause. Those who fol-| sorts of education, and to create a 
lowed the action of the Welsh opponents | new Ministry. The right hon. Gentleman 
and critics of the Bill of 1902, and not | talked in an airy way of some of his 
least that of the right hon. Gentleman | colleagues taking up the duties of this 
who spoke to the Committee in such | Weish Minister. He did not know which 
mellifluous accents just now, knew that | members of the Cabinet had so leisured 





they had gone beyond the verge of | an existence that they could add to their 
legality in their attempt to destroy, or to | duties the further duty of dealing with 
minimise, the effect of the Act of 1902. | Wales. If the President of the Voard of 
They were justified, therefore, in | Trade were to be the Minister selected, 
looking with the extremest suspicion upon | he did not know whether the right hon. 
any proposal which handed over to a/|Gentleman’s duties were of so light a 
Welsh central body powers to do legally | character that he could gladly add to them 
that which these gentlemen had en- | the superintendence of education in Wales, 
deavoured to do illegally. The Govern-| and of the necessary staff which would 
ment being fully seised of the two main | have to be created. Perhaps it was one 
objections they felt to the proposal, what | of the able gentleman now in subordinate 
was the manifest obligation upon them ! | place to whom the duties would be allotted. 
Was it to wait until, under the closure, | However that might be, or whether the 
they had hut a few hours to discuss the | post was given to a new Minister created 
Bill and then to throw at their heads | for this purpose, as he thought ought to 
across the floor of the House—and not | be the case, it was an enormous change. 
even im manuscript—a general idea of | It involved a new office, a new occupant 
the Amendments they proposed to intro- | of the Treasury bench, and the creation 
duce 4 Was it not rather their bounden | of a staff. He would not say a great staff, 
duty, at the very earliest moment, as soon | but an important staff, for the Minister 
as they had grasped the character of the | would require skilled advisers and a body 
Opposition’s objections, and had made up | of inspectors, without whom he would be 
their minds what they intended to do to| not the controlling spirit in dealing 
meet those objections, to put down their| with Welsh education, but the mere 
Amendments on the clause, and let the | servant and mouthpiece of the new Welsh 
Committee see how far the wishes of the | authority. Was ever such a thing heard 
Government and of the Opposition could | of in the whole history of the British 
really be made to harmonise on the basis | Parliament as that, without notice, with- 
of the policy now sketched out by the right | out preface, without offering any excuse, 
hon. Gentleman? But that was not | the Government should come down—— 

what they had done; what they had 
done was to allow the Committee to| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: And accept 
go on discussing the other clauses, to! Amendments moved by the Opposition. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Which Amend- 
ment is there about a Minister? The 
right hon. Gentleman’s interruption was 
peculiarly infelicitous. Because, supposing 
one of his hon. friends behind had made 
that suggestion, the right hon, Gentle- 
man knew very well that a suggestion 
made by a member of the Opposition 
acting on his own behalf and indepen- 
‘dently was not a sufficient notice to the 
Committee that a great constititional 
change was going to be accepted by the 
Government. Therefore, even if one of 
his hon. friends had made this proposal, 
it would not diminish by an iota the 
gravity of the charge. But as a matter 
of fact no such Amendment was on the 
Paper. Never until the right hon. Gentle- 
man got up had it been breathed that a 
new paid member of the Government, a 
new staff, a new office, and new duties were 
going to be set up for a_ portion 
of the United Kingdom, a new Minister 
dealing with Wales as a whole and 
with no other part of the United King- 


dom. That, whether right or wrong, 
Was a constitutional change of the 


utmost gravity and moment. And when 
they had got their Minister for Wales, 
did they think he was going to be confined 
to edueation ! Did the Welsh Members 
want him to be contined to education ? 
Of course they did not. He was not dis- 
cussing the question of Home Rule at 
all, but this was the beginning, and he 
did not think the right hon. Gentleman 
would deny it, of a new system under 
which Wales was to bear the same 
relation to this House and to the other 
parts of the United Kingdom that Ireland 
or Scotland bore. 


*CoLONEL HERBERT  (Monmouth- 
shire, 8.) said they wished to avoid in 
Wales that very condition of Ireland— 
that was the object they had in view. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR said he was talk- 
ing, not of the hon. Gentleman’s objects, 
but of the Government’s plans, The plan of 
the Government, unquestionably and 
admittedly as far as education was con- 
cerned, and he thought potentially as far 
as other administrative work was con- 
cerned, was to put Wales in the same 
general relation with the United Kingdom 
as Scotland and Ireland were in now ; in 
other.words, with an administration of 
its own, dealing with its own affairs, 
responsible to this House—not, theretore, 
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embodying the scheme of Home Rule, 
but entirely altering the status of Wales 
and its relations to the United Kingdom. 
That might be good or bad, it might 
commend itself to Welsh Members, and 
might not meet with violent opposition 
from British Members, but would any 
human being deny that it was a change of 
the utmost gravity, a new departure the 
magnitude of which it was almost impos- 
sible to foresee? Yet it was to be con- 
sidered under the closure, without the 
direction of a First or Second Reading, 
without the country having been con- 
sulted, or even Parliament. Let them 
look at the Ministerial Benches ; they 
were somewhat fuller now than when the 
right hon, Gentleman spoke, but still only 
scantily attended. It was in these  cir- 
cumstances that, without the smallest 
warning, this amazing statement of 
policy was made by the Government. 
The minor aspects of the right hon, 
Gentlman’s speech he deliberately avoided 
touching on—the question whether the 
machinery provided for protecting the 
interests of minorities, and for safeguard- 
ing the interests of education was 
adequate or not. He tock his stand 
and based his objection on the unexampled 
way in which the Government had treated 
the House on this question as a whole. 
Never before had such a proposition 
been made under such circumstances. — It 
was thrown at their heads within five 
hours and a half of the moment when all 
discussions must cease, before a House 
of Commons which knew nothing of 
the proposal beforehand. That was a 
deliberate insult to the House, which no 
other Government in his recollection had 
ever dared to inflict. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX” 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquirn, Fife, E.): 
What about the last few years when you 
were in office ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Let the right 
hon. Gentleman interrupt. During the 
ast few years when I was Leader of 
the House, show me an instance in 
which [ ever attempted in this way 


to check discussion. Show me a case 
in which I came down in the middle 
of a gagged Bill and told the House 


that they were to accept a new scheme 
for redistributing the governmental 
powers in connection with the constituent 
parts of the United Kingdom. No such 
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parallel exists. Can the right hon. 
Gentleman tell me if there is one ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: There were 
changes in the Act of 1902 that were 
never even discussed at all—which were 
carried by the closure. 


Mr. A. J. 
there were, Sir. 


BALFOUR: I daresay 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: And a good 


many too. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


parable to these changes. 


Not com- 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Much worse. 

Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: Not comparable 
to the changes you have already intro- 
duced without discussion. Did we take 
the Act of 1902 and make it the frame- 
work for remodelling the constitution of 
the British islands ? Did, the right hon. 
Gentleman went on to ask, the late 
Government make these great changes 
without giving any warning to the House 
at all, without giving notice of what they 
were going to do! Never, never; no 
such precedent could be found either in 
the late Government or under any other 
Government. [An Hon. MEMBER: Mr. 
Gladstone's. | Mr. Gladstone would 
have shuddered. He knew, of course, 
that they were helpless in the matter, not 
merely because they were a minority and 
a small minority, but because the Govern- 
ment had chosen to make this proposal 
under conditions which took from them 
even the ordinary Parliamentary weapons 
which a minority, however small, 
ordinarily possessed. The Government 
had them in their grasp, he granted it. 
But whether it was to the honour and 
credit of the House of Commons or 
whether the proper conduct of legislation 
in the future would be furthered by pro- 
ceedings of this sort, he left it to the 
Gentleman who had interrupted him to 
consider carefully in his leisure moments. 
As far as he was concerned, he could do 
no more than enter his protest in the 
strongest manner in which it was com- 
petent for him to do. 


*Mr. ASQUITH said the right 
hon, Gentleman had sought, and_ sue- 
cessfully sought, to raise the tempera- 
ture of a hot afternoon by a speech in 
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which he ventured to say in all his experi- 
ence he did not think he had ever seen an 
artificially engendered passion torn into 
more minute and infinitesimal tatters. 
And what was it all about? ‘Such 
an insult,” the right hon. Gentleman 
said, “had never before been offered 
to the House of Commons.” He would 
try, if he could, to bring the minds 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite back to 
the facts of the case. What was it that 
had excited the right hon. Gentleman so ? 
Did he really know what it was, and what 
the proposal was to which the Govern- 
ment had accepted this Amendment ? He 
talked about “gigantic constitutional 
changes sprung upon the House of Com- 
mons.” What was the proposal? It 
was to modify the plan of the Govern- 
ment, which had been before the House 
ever since this Bill was read a first time, 
in the direction of securing greater 
Parliamentary control. What was the 
proposal in the Bill? He would read the 
tirst sub-section, which was more than hon. 
Gentlemen opposite seemed to have done. 
It ran— 

* His Majesty's Government may, by Order 
in Council, establish a central edueation 
authority for Wales, to be called the Council 
of Wales.” 

He paused there to ask was that, or was 
that not, a proposal on the part of the 
Government to give to Wales inthis matter 
the same kind of separate educational 
administrative control as now prevailed 
in Seotland and in Ireland, and which 
the right hon. Gentleman had just told 
them was now for the first time brought 
before Parliament? Of course it was, 
and that was the proposal in the Bill 
itselfi—that was the original proposal put 
into the Bill, discussed fully at the 
Second Reading, and which had been 
before the House and the country all these 
weeks. Then what was the crime and 
the offence which had been committed by 
his right hon. friend ? The whole crime 
of his right hon. friend that afternoon 
was that he had accepted in substance an 
Amendment proposed by the Opposition 
[OvposiTION cries of “No”| by a dis- 
tinguished Member of the Opposition, in 
which he suggested that the President of 
the Board of Education should be respon- 
sible to Parliament for any act of, and 
should have full control over, the proposed 
Committee. His right hon. friend had 
accepted that Amendment with one 
single modification—namely, that instead 
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of the Minister for Education, he sug- 
gested that some other Minister should be 
responsible. What, after all, did that 
come to? Was he not right in saying that 
the proposal of the -Government in its 
original shape made a far more drastic 
change in the constitution than the one 
now suggested, because it set up the 
Council in Wales without any direct con- 
trol! Inthe hope of making the proposal 
more acceptable to the Opposition, his 
right hon. friend had agreed that that 
Council should have a Parliamentary 
representative, who was to be a member 
of the Government and who was to have 
control over the Council. That concession 
—made with the hope of meeting 
criticisms, which he did not say were 
altogether without cause, that proceeded 
from the opposite side of the House, 
and of making the original scheme of 
the Government more in consonance 
with the views of the House at large 
—put forward by his right hon. friend 
the President of the Board of Trade 
was that which had excited all this 
hysterical indignation. He really thought 
the Committee might now bring them- 
selves back to consider the actualities of 
the situation. The Government were 
prepared to consider and to give due 
weight to any reasonable criticism of this 
modification—a modification suggested by 
hon. Gentlemen opposite and accepted by 
the Government to meet such objections 
as they might conscientiously entertain. 
The clause as originally presented to the 
House contained everything that was 
constitutionally new, and in a much more 
accentuated form. Therefore it was idle 
to suggest that the Government had 
taken advantage of the procedure by 
closure in order to spring upon the House 
and the Statute-book a proposal of this 
kind. 

Sik WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University) said he thought that if 
the right hon. Gentleman had been 
present a little earlier and had heard 
what had been said he would hardly have 
spoken as he had. They were now 
discussing quite a different clause from 
that printed on the Paper and it did not 
bear any relation to the Amendment of 
his hon. friend. What was the proposal 
of the clause? It was to transfer the 
whole of the duties of the Board of 
Education so far as Wales was concerned 
to a Council for which no one was 
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responsible in this House, for whose 
expenditure nobody was responsible, and 
for whose action no man here or elsewhere 
could be held responsible. They were now 
discussing something perfectly different, 
It was now proposed that the Council for 
Wales should be advised by a new in- 
spectorate, and be represented in the 
House of Commons by a Minister. Who 
was to be that Minister? They were 
left quite in the dark. Was the Minister 
to be a Lord of the Treasury? Was 
a Lord of the Treasury to deal with 
the whole question of education in 


Wales? What was the relation of the 
Minister to the Council? Was the 
Minister to have any control over 


the Council? Could he say to the 
Council “I will not be responsible for 
these proposals,” and in that case would 
the matter come to a standstill? Was 
there to be an appeal to the Board of 
Education over his head? They were 
told that under certain circumstances 
an appeal was to lie to the Board of 
Education. He had never heard of a 
more crude suggestion than this, except 
the clause itself as it stood in the Bill. 
The right hon. Gentleman said he pro- 
posed to eliminate the religious difticulty 
from the purview of the Council. But 
the Council or the local authorities must 
deal in some form or other with the 
schools taken over under Clause 4. It 
was well known how Welsh local authori- 
ties in the past had treated voluntary 
schools. In Merioneth they had refused 
to repay to managers charges incurred in 
order to supply the necessaries of the 
school ; in Montgomery they had refused 
to pay the salaries—actually earned—ot 
the teachers ; in Barry they refused to 
place a Roman Catholic on anything like 
the same level, as to staff, as the council 
schools. Therefore, how could the right 
hon. Gentleman possibly say that all de- 
nominational trouble would be removed 
from the Council and the local authority 
when they must consider the taking over 
by them of voluntary schools and the 
granting of facilities for religious instruc- 
tion? The right hon. Gentleman had 
now made a conciliatory speech, but what 
did he urge upon the Welsh county 
council when the Defaulting Authorit:es 
Act first came into operation? That tlie 
whole of the children in Wales should 
be turned into the streets and that 
elementary education should be brought 
to a standstill, That was very warmly 
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and firmly advocated by the right hon. 
Gentleman in the first days of the De- 
faulting Authorities Act, and under those 
circumstances how could the Committee 
have any confidence in the clause as 
it now stood or in the assurances of 
the right hon. Gentleman when those 
assurances could only be made effective 
by a erude scheme such this in- 
volving a complete constitutional change 
inthe administration of Welsh education, a 
scheme which was not even now set down 
onthe Order Paper for their consideration | 
And yet they were told by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, who had heard nothing 
of the debate, that they were spurning the 
conciliatory efforts of the Government. 
His (Sir William’s) experience of the House 
had not been long, but he had never seen 
such serious proposals brought forward 
in such a haphazard manner—pro- 
posals to which the supporters of the 
Government paid so little attention and 
for which they cared so little, as the 
deserted state of the benches on the 
Ministerial side of the House mace plain. 


as 


Sir KE. CARSON (Dublin University) 
sail he had listened very carefully to 
the statement of the President of the 
Board of Trade, and he understood 
there were to be gathered from it three 
important matters. They were to have 
a new Minister in this House’ with 
a new department. They were to have 
a recasting of this clause with a view to 
allocating certain matters to the new 
Minister of the new department, and to 
retaining certain matters, as he under- 
stood, in the Board of Education as they 
at present existed, or in the Board of 
Education in conjunction with the new 
Council. He did not know exactly how 
that was to be worked out. Everyone 
must see that it was an important 
change in the clause. The clause itself 
was a clause of devolution. The pro- 
posals that were now made, however, if 
devolution at all, were in a modified form, 
and were to be under a department in 
connection with this House. No 
could deny that all these were important 
matters, Their complaint was that not a 
single one of these Amendments was on 
the Paper, and they were not able to say 
what the effect of them would be, or how 
far they modified the objections to the 
clause. The Committee had only four 
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and a half hours 1 ft for discussion. 
Would the right hon. Gentleman the 


President of the Board of Trade even 
now hand the floor of the 
House a copy of the Amendments th» 
right hon. Gentleman himself proposed 


across 


ig mica gy ir go 
Anendments which he said he would 
wholly or partially accept? With- 
out having the proposals of the 
Government on paper was it not a 
farce to continue the discussion? He 


did not believe the Government had one 
Amendment ready, because he could not 
imagine that, having regard to Parlia- 
mentary usages, they would not allow the 
Opposition to have copies of them. 
What was the Committee to go on dis- 
cussing ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The Amend- 
ments on the Paper. 


Str E. CARSON said the right hon. 
Gentleman had told them he was going 
to propose Amendments of his own. 
Might he ask when he proposed to put 
down these Amendments ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it was 
proposed to follow the usual Parlia- 
mentary procedure. He had indicated 
the Amendments on the Paper which 
he would accept in a modified form, but 
which he accepted substantially. When 
they came to the Amendments they would 
be able to say exactly what the course 
would be. 

Str E. CARSON asked whether the 
right hon. Gentleman thought that was 
quite candid. Did he really think it was 
a mere nominal Amendment that instead 
of providing that the President of the 
Board of Education should be responsible 
to Parliament for the acts of this Welsh 
Council they were going to set up a new 
Minister and a new department ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he never 
said a department. What he said was 
that in substance they accepted the 
Amendments of the hon. Member for 
the Walton Divisio: of Liverpool and 


the hon. Member for Blackpool. The 

substance, in his opinion, was 

Parliamentary control. In his view 

the substance of the Amendment of 
C 
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the hon. Member for the Walton | of confusion —he might almost say of 


Division of Liverpool was that first of | 
all there should be a Minister re- | 
sponsible to this House, and secondly | 
that that Minister should have complete | 
control. The Government accepted these | 
two points, which they considered to be the 
substance. The only difference between 
them was as to whether the Minister was 
to be a Minister ad hoc or not. With that | 
difference he would accept the Amend- 


ment. 


Str E. CARSON said the worst of it | 
was that they could not put the sub- | 
stance of a thing into a Bill. They must 
put the specific words. They must 
know whether this was to be a Minister 
ad hoc, or whether the work was to be | 
mixed up with some other department. 
As he understood, this Minister was to 
have complete control over this new | 
Council. But under what provisions ! 
Were there to be no provisions in 
the Bill at all to show how that 
control was to be exercised? Were | 
they willing that the Minister should | 
exercise control without specifying how # 
Was the right hon. Gentleman simply 
going to put in the Bill ‘“‘ and shall have 
full control over the committee ?” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: ‘ And shall 
have full control over the committee in 
respect of the exercise of such powers.” 


Sir E. CARSON said he failed to see 
how the Minister was going to exercise 
control, but it would make him a very 
much more important Minister. In 
addition, they were delegating to the 
Minister a number of other powers. 
Were they going to set up the financial 
Resolution that was necessary? The 
iinancial Resolution which had been 
passed by the House merely covered 
the grant for the local education autho- 
rity for the elementary schools. It was 
absolutely impossible to discuss these | 
matters unless the right hon. Gentleman 
told them more specifically what he 
proposed to do. 


accept that as well. 


It ought to be on paper, | 


so that they might consider and discuss | 


did 
what 


He 


sav 


not 
the 


matter. suppose 


could 


the 
anyone 


| 


anarchy—in Parliamentary proceedings 
which was absolutely unparalleled. It 
would be impossible to discuss in any- 
thing like a satisfactory manner proposals 
of such vital importance. 


Mr. F. E. SMITH said it would be 
a rather unreal performance if he were 
to move the Amendment on which the 
Committee was nominally engaged for 
the moment until they had seen the 
words which the President of the Board 
of Trade was prepared to submit to the 
Committee. Was it of any use discussing 


'his Amendment except on general lines 


until then? Perhaps after some reason- 
able interval the right hon. Gentleman 
would be able to furnish the Committee 


with the words in writing. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the hon. 
Gentleman probably knew all about the 


details of the negotiations that had been 


going on upon this subject. The Govern- 
ment were not altogether responsible 
for the delay in putting these words on 
the Paper. They were perfectly satisfied 
with the clause as it stood ; and the only 
Amendments which the Government 
had indicated to-day as those which they 
were prepared to accept were in the nature 
of concessions to hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
The leaders of the Conservative Party in 
the Church of England in Wales have 


been very anxious to get guarantees 
and safeguards upon this particular 


point. The Government had asked them 
to formulate their demands, and had 
told them over and over again that 
they were prepared to consider them, 
but notwithstanding this they had never 
been able to induce them to do so. The 
hon. Member for the Wa!ton i ivis on of 
Liverpool had put down an Amendment 
and the Government had accepted it, and 
with regard to his second Amendment he 
had already told the hon. and learned 
Member that they were prepared to 
Personally he had 
always been opposed to the Government 
treating the Bill as if every line of it was 
sacred and must not be altered. In Com- 
mittee they ought to consider what could 


exact | be accepted and how the Bill could be 


division of powers between the Welsh| put into better shape. For making these 


Council and the Board of Education was | concessions he had been told it was an 
They had now come to a state! insult to the House to do so. 


to be. 
Mr, Lloyd-George. 
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Government were prepared to accept the | 


substance of the 
bottom of the page, and also the Amend- 
ment standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for Blackpool. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said that the Committee would 
perhaps allow him to say a few words 
with reference to the attitude of the 
Nationalist Members on this question. 
He thought anyone who had listened to 
the debate and the vast amount of 
details which were being dealt with must 
find in it the strongest possible argument 
for the principle of devolution. Upon 
such a question as that dea't with by 
the Bill, closure by compartments 
was necessary and inevitable, on account 
of the morbid condition of business in 
Parliament and the morbid state of 
the House. So far as the general policy 
of the Government was concerned, 
Nationalist Members were in favour of the 
policy of devolution. Therefore they 
took up no position of unfriendliness to- 
wards the proposal to create a_ local 
body in Wales to have control of 
such local business as education. Apart 
from the historic position of Ireland upon 
this question, they did not forget that in 
regard to the Inmsh demands for the 
application of a similar principle in Ire- 
land they had found no more ardent 
supporters than the representatives of 
the people of Wales. For all these reasons 
it would be quite impossible for the 
Nationalist Party to take up any position 
of hostility to the principle of this clause. 
When various measures in.the past had 
been brought before the House for giving 
the control of local affairs to Ireland they 
had always been based upon the fact that 
there was an overwhelming majority of 
people of one opinion in Ireland, and a 
small minority to whom safeguards were 
granted to protect their religious and 
political liberties. To proposals of this 
kind they had always given a full and 
cordial assent. He thought his right hon. 
friend the President of the Board of 
Trade had met the objections to this 
Council for Wales very fairly. The 
Catholics as well as the Anglicans in Wales 
were in a minority, and they were grate- 
ful to find some safeguards for the pro- 


Amendment at the | 
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they had been given in no grudging 
spirit. The right hon. Gentleman 


appeared to have met in a very candid, 


_ fair and generous spirit all the demands 


‘ing creeds in Wales. 


school in Denbighshire. 


tection of those minorities in Wales, and | 


made for the protection of minorities, 
either Anglican or Catholic, in Wales. He 
suggested that the Government should 
choose as the representative of the Welsh 
Council somebody at present outside 
their own ranks. He understood that 
practically there had been reserved all 
those questions which were really divid- 
[OPPOSITION cries 
of “No, no.”’] He understood from 
what the President of the Board of Trade 
had said that such questions as really 
divided the sects and religious communi- 
ties in Wales were not questions which 
this Welsh Council would be allowed to 
deal with. Under those circumstances 
how could Ireland do anything but 
welcome the carrying out of such a 
principle in Wales? Ireland had had 
grave reason for dissatisfaction in regard 
to some of the proceedings connected 
with education in the past, but those 
acts of violence were done in a state of 
war and as part of a plan of campaign. 
Now that the Nonconformists had re- 
ceived what they considered satisfaction 
for their grievances he hoped a better 
and more tolerant spirit would prevail 
in the future. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) said he wished to emphasise 
what was the actual truth in regard to 
this clause, namely, that its only object 
was an educational one. The Leader 
of the Opposition and other speakers had 
referred to this clause as being something 
new which had been sprung upon the 
country and the House of Commons at a 
few weeks notice. He thought it was 
right that the House of Commons should 
be made aware that so far as Wales was 
concerned the principle of this clause 
had been before them for a great many 
years, and that at election after election 
it was one of the questions which had 
been placed in the fore-front of their poli- 
tical programme. For a quarter ofacen- 
tury there had been a very strong desire in 
Wales to have such a council established. 
Reference had been made to a particular 
Without going 
into any details it had been implied 
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71 Education (England 


that the education committee of Den- 
bighshire had been actuated by un- 
fair motives in regard to the stand- 
ing of that school, and that it 
would not be safe to grant the 
powers which this clause proposed to 
confer. The question of that school 
was under the consideration of the Board 
of Education, and he had every confidence 
that when the facts were inquired into 
by an inspector an arrangement satis- 
factory to both sides would be arrived at. 
From a personal knowledge of the facts 
he could say that the education com- 
mittee had been actuated all along by 
reasons of educational efficiency. Ee 
protested against these being 
brought before the House of Commons 
without an intimate acquaintance with 


cases 
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of Wales asked was that, subject to the 
absolutelvadequate control of Parliament, 
the Council should have the distribution of 
the education fund in the Principality. 
He regretted exceedingly that heat 
should be introduced into the discussion 
of this momentous clause so far as Wales 
was concerned. What they really desired 
was educational efficiency ; they wanted 
to lift the education of their children out 
of the rut of sectarian and religious con- 
troversy. They saw in this Council the 
possibility of bringing together to the 
discharge of this great educational work 
allelasses and allcreeds in the community. 
They had behind them to-day a united 
| Parliamentary representation — some- 
| thing unparalleled in the Parliamentary 
jannals of the country. If this matter 
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the local facts. What the people of | could be treated in the spirit in which it 

Wales wanted was to unify Welsh educa- | ought to be treated, and if the people of 

tion, If this clause passed, by whom was | Wales were given an opportunity of work- 
| 





that work to be done? It was to be 
done by the men who had for many years 
been selected by the various county 
councils in Wales for the express purpose 
of carrying out the work of education in 
the Principality. He thought it would 
be admitted by those who had an ex- 
pert knowledge of Welsh 
that there was not an instance in the 
whole country of men who had done 
more, and who had sacrificed more time 
and labour during the last fifteen or 
twenty vears, than those who, when this 
Welsh Council was established, would 
desire to bring home more directly to the 
people of Wales responsibility for the 
work of education in the future. He was 
glad the President of the Board of Trade 
had expressed the willingness of the 
Government to agree to certain Amend- 
ments, which would make Parliamentary 
control in the matter of the grants 
absolutely efficient. There seemed to 
be an idea in the minds of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite that the money was not in 
any way contributed by the people of 
Wales. The Committee ought to re- 
member that Wales at all events con- 
tributed her share of the Parliamentary 
grants. If inquiry were made into the 
incidence of the taxation of Wales he 
thought it would be found that in many 
respects the people of the Principality, 
poor as they were, paid more than they 
ought to be called upon to pay to the 
Imperial Treasury. All that the people 


Mr. Herbert Roberts. 








ing out their educational — salvation 
through this clause, he believed that a new 
chapter would begin in the educational 
history of Wales. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marvlebune, E.) said 


|he felt some difficu ty in intervening in 
education | this debate, because he had a considerable 


feeling at the back of his mind that the 
Committee were really not at one as to 
the way in which the question of legisla- 
tion ought to be approached at all. The 
clause they were now discussing appeared 
to be drafted from the point of view that 
if they laid down in general terms certain 
principles of legislation the details were 
of comparatively small importance. Per- 
sonally he took a precisely opposite view ; 
he thought it was the details that really 
mattered. A body of men could be 
collected representing all sections in the 
House, who would be able to agree on 
general principles on almost every con- 
ceivable topic, and if the principles were 
made sufficiently general there would not 
be any difference of opinion at all. The 
President of the Board of Trade had 
made a good deal of the Welsh approval ; 
he relied very much on the conferences 
which had been called, but it was 
now admitted that no details were 
submitted to the conferences at 
all. Only general principles were sub- 
mitted, and as stated they excited very 
little opposition. He could understand 





that the working out of the details would 
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mean a very different thing. The hon. 
Member for West Denbighshire had talked 
a great deal about “educational effi- 
ciency”? and “ Parliamentary control,” 
phrases which carried great and deserved 
weight in this assembly, but he had not 
condescended to any particulars as to how 


‘ 


Parliamentary control was to be 
established or educational efficiency 
promoted by the clause. The Presi- 


dent of the Board of Trade had accepted 
the principle of certain Amendments in 
regard to Parliamentary control, but he 
had not told the Committee what form 
the’Parliamentary control was to take. 
They did not know whether the Govern- 
ment were going to make any Amend- 
ments on the clause at the present stage 


or not. All they knew was that 
the right hon. Gentleman in going 


through the Amendments singled out 
two with which, speaking generally, he 
agreed, 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Three. 

Lorp R. CECIL: Three. He would 
take two as examples. The mght hon. 
Gentleman had accepted the principle 
of the following Amendment, of which 
the hon. Member for the Walton Division 
of Liverpool had given notice— 

“ Provided that the President of the Board 
of Education shall be responsible to Parlia- 
ment for any act of the Welsh Central 
Committee done in the exercise of any of the 
powers of the Board of Education delegated 
to the Committee under this section, and shall 
have full control over the Committee in respect 
of the exercise of such powers.” 

What exactly did that mean? Did it 
mean in point of fact that the President of 
the Board of Education or the new 
Welsh Minister was to defend the poliey 
of education in Wales, in the same way 
as the President of the Board of Trade 
defended the policy of the Government 
with reference to trade, or did it mean 
something different ? If it meant that 
the Minister was to have full control 
he could not understand why the right 
hon. Gentleman did not accept the 
Amendment now before the Committee, 
which would make the Welsh Council 
a consultative committee. That was 
all it could be if the Minister was really 
to have the control and direction of 
policy, subject to any advice he might 
receive: from the Welsh Committee. If 
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this Welsh Minister was not to have 
complete direction, then Parliamentary 
control was gone. He earnestly pro- 
tested against the Committee having 
to discuss those important legislative 
proposals without any certainty as to 
what they were, and without seeing 
them in print. One of the Amendments 
showed the impossibility of separa- 
ting the denominational question from 
all other questions connected with educa- 
tion. Under these circumstances it was 
little better than a farce to go on with the 
discussion of this clause until they had 
the exact and definite words of the 
Government Amendments, so that they 
might be able to see whether the objects 
they had in view were carried out. 


Str ALFRED THOMAS (Glamorgan- 
shire, E.) congratulated the right 
hon. Gentleman on the manner in 
which he had introduced this question 
of an educational council for Wales, 
and also hen. Gentlemen opposite on the 
manner in which the proposal had been 
received. He could assure hon. Members 
opposite that their friends in Wales were 
not at all apprehensive of the possible 
action of this Welsh Council, and that 
there was great unanimity on the ques- 
tion amongst all Welsh people; he 
believed it would do much to dissipate the 
bitter feeling of the past, and bring about 
a better understanding amongst all classes. 
He was very glad to say, on behalf of the 
Party he represented, that the suggested 
new clauses were satisfactory to them ; 
and he trusted that they would give the 
same satisfaction to the noble Lord 
opposite, and the hon. Members surround- 
ing him. At any rate, in his opinion, 
the proposal of the Government would 
do some good to the cause of education 


in Wales. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
like to suggest that they were still en- 
gaged in a Second Reading discussion, 
and that they had only four hours left 
for the consideration of the Amendments. 
That was not too much in which to 
revolutionise the constitution of Wales. 


*Srr HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) said that he had 
to the fullest extent sympathy with hon. 
Members from Wales in their hopes 
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that the changes proposed by the Bil! 
would lead to the advance of education 
in the Principality or to the cessation 
of the bitterness of partisanship. But 
he was afraid that he could not share 
the conficerce of these hon. Members 
as regards the yrobable res: Its of such 
administrative changes, or the advan- 
tages of the scheme of devolution pro- 
posed. Members like himself were 
placed in a_ difficult position by the 
course of the Government. They had 
come to the House prepared to criticise 
the proposals of the Bill, which amounted 
to a scheme of devolution. They found 
many reasons to object to that scheme. 
It provided no safeguard for the main- 
tenance of Parliamentary authority : for 
the approval of the Code: for the audit 
of public money: for the sanction of 
loans pledging the public credit : and for 
the prevention of mal-administration of 
public funds. It might seriously interfere 
with the rights of teachers by confining 
them to a narrow area. It comprised 
together two essentially different things, 
central and local administration. But 
the proposal of the President of the 
Board of Trade was something entirely 
different. It amounted to the appoint- 
ment of a Minister for Wales, who was 
to have some sort of control over the 
proceedings of this Welsh Council. This 
was a fanciful and an unworkable scheme, 
and it proposed a great constitutional 
change with altogether inadequate con- 
sideration. He contended that no 
effective control could be exercised 
over the central body in Wales by a 
Minister at Whitehall. He would like 
to know what were the views of the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland as to the 
control which he could exercise over a 
similar Board in Ireland. It was for that 
reason that he wished to hear the full 
views of the President of the Board of 
Education on this question. What was 
the reason for the refusal of the right 
hon. Gentleman to accept the responsi- 
bility for the acts of this council? Was 
it not because he was aware that he 
would have a heavy responsibility, but 
no effective control? The fact was that 
the new proposal was one which had 
been quite  insufliciently considered, 
which was both unconstitutional and un- 
workable, and which had been thrust 
upon them in an unintelligible form. 
He could not understand the comments 


Sir Henry Craik. 
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of the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
regard to the speech of the Leader of the 
Opposition. Surely the indignation of 
the latter right hon. Gentleman was 
justified. What previous enactments had 
they to guide them in regard to legislation 
in this matter? In Scotland, where 
although the system of education had 
been based on a separate series of 
statutes for three centuries, yet they 
never had a separate Minister for Scot- 
land till the year 1885, and then it was 
only after a Bill had been before Parlia- 
ment for years, and the arrangement was 
only brought about by the complete 
agreement of both Parties. The Bill 
was brought into this House by a 
Conservative Ministry, but it was man- 
aged in the House of Lords there by 
Lord Rosebery, who was not a member 
of the Government at all. The 
Government, however, proposed to 
establish a Minister for Wales not by 
an Act of Parliament, but by a side wind 
upon an afternoon four hours before the 
closure fell, and at the instance of a 
Minister who did not give the words 
of his proposal by which he meant to 
alter the constitution of the country. 


Mr. F. E. SMITH said that after the 
discussion which had taken place and the 
assurances which had been given, he 
thought he should be acting in accord- 
ance with the wish of the Committee if 
he withdrew his Amendment in order to 
give time for the discussion of other im- 
portant Amendments. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON | submitted 
an Amendment which he said embodied 
the proposal brought forward by the 
late Government, and which he 
said would make this Council or 
Committee precisely correspond to the 
Joint Committee which was proposed 
by the late Government and accepted by 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Trade as an adequate 
representation of the local authorities in 
Wales. He should like to know whether 
the President of the Board of Trade 


would consent to the Committee being 
enlarge! as he suggested. 
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Amendment proposed— 

“In page 20, line 17, to leave out from the 
word ‘the,’ to end of sub-section, and to insert 
the words ‘ local education authorities under 
Part I. of the Education Act, 1902, and 
boroughs and urban districts having powers 
under section three of the same Act.’”—(Sir 
William Anson.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
down to ‘any’ in line 18 stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE thought that 
if the hon. Baronet was more fully 
acquainted with the conditions of 
Wales he would find that the words as 
they stood in the Bill would work very 
much better than those which he pro- 
posed. He understood that the hon. 
Baronet wanted to represent areas of 
10,000 inhabitants, but there were diffi- 
culties in the way in regard to counties, 
in retard to North and South Wales, 
and in regard to rural and urban areas 
which they had considered, and if they 
gave representation to all the areas 
with a population of 10,000, they 
would find it absolutely impossible 
to give a fair representation to the 
agricultural parishes. He thought that 
the hon. Baronet would agree that it was 
important that those parishes should be 
well represented on this council. They 
did not want the urban areas to be over- 
represented, and it was in order to secure 
that object that the words had been 
introduced into the clause. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. F. E. SMITH moved to insert the 
words, ‘Provided that the President 
of the Board of Education shall be 
responsible to Parliament for any 
act of the Welsh Central Committee 
done in the exercise of any of the 
powers of the Board of Education 
delegated to the Committee under this 
section, and shall have full control over 
the Committee in respect of the exercise 
of such powers.” The hon. Member 
said that in his previous speech he had 
indicated the nature of the Amendment 
so he would not enlarge upon it. The 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Trade had not replied to 
a consequential Amendment to the one 
he was now moving, which proposed, 
at line 25 of the clause, after “ repre- 
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| sentatives,” to insert “‘ and that regula- 
| tions shall be made by the Board of 
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Education whereby the minority of 
each of the constituent local authorities 
shall appoint to the Council a number of 
representatives bearing the proportion 
of one to three to the number appointed 
by the majority of that authority.” In 
order to elicit the right hon. Gentle- 


/man’s views on the point, he therefore 


moved the present Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 20, line 20, at end, to insert the 
words, ‘ Provided that the President of the 
oard of Education shall be responsible to 
Parliament for any act of the Welsh Central 
Committee done in the exercise of any of the 
powers of the Board of Education delegated to 
the Committee under this section, and shall 
have full control over the Committee in respect 
of the exercise of such powers.’”—(Mr. F. £. 
Smith. ) 
* That those 


Question proposed, 
words be there inserted.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said that, as he 
had already indicated, he proposed to 
accept the substance of this Amendment, 
and he would now point out the way in 
which he proposed to deal with it. It 
was not his fault that he could not 
state his views till twenty minutes to 


| seven, but it was the result of the action of 


the Leader of the Opposition earlier in the 
evening, who had sought to inflame the 
passions of the House. He proposed to 
move to amend the Amendment and to 
make it read, ‘ The Order in Council shall 
provide for the appointment by His 
Majesty of a Member of Parliament, 
whether a Member holding ottice under 
the Crown o” not, who shall be respon- 
sible for any act of the Welsh Council 
done in the exercise of any of the powers 
of the Board of Education delegated to 
the Council under this section, and shall 
have full control over the Council in 
respect of the exercise of such powers.” 


THe CHAIRMAN suggested that the 
Amendment should be withdrawn and 
that the Amendment as it was proposed 
to be amended should be placed before the 
Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR approved of the 
suggestion. The Government was alter- 
ing the constitution of the country in 
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regard to Wales by a series of Amend- 
ments to an Amendment. He thought 
t-eir method of doing it was childish and 
absurd, and the suggestion of the Chair- 
man was one which the Gcevernment 
would be well advised if they adopted. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


moved the 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 
proviso in its altered form. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ The order in Council shall provide for the 
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appointment by His Majesty of a Member of 
Parliament, whether a Member holding office 
under the Crown or not, who shall be respon- 
sible to Parliament for any act of the Council 
of Wales done in the exercise of any of the 
powers of the Board of Education delegated to 
the Council under this section, and shall have 
full control over the Council in respect of the 
exercise of such powers.” —(Wr. Lloyd-George). 


Question proposed, “That those 


words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he hardly 
gra ped the full import of the Amendment, 
and expre sed a desire to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill 
to state exactly what was meant by “a 
Member of Parliament whether holding 
office under the Crown or not.” He 
suppo:ed that that meant that the duties 
might be given to a Minister now in 





office, and that he should add to his office 
the duties of Minister for Education for | 
Wales, but that it was not intended | 
that a Member who was not already | 
a Minister of the Crown should have 
this duty put upon him without be- 
coming a Minister of the Crown in an 
«flective Supposing the clause 
passed in the form in which the Govern- 
ment desired it to pass, it would then be 
necessary to appoint a Minister for Edu- 
cation fir Wales and to hand over the 
educa ional affairs of that country to 
him. The gentleman would, he supposed, 
become a Minister holding office under 
the Crown in the ordinary way and 
vacating his seat on the acceptance of 
offe:. The right hon. Gentleman’s legal 
advisers were not present, but this 
touched a question of prerogative, and 
he shoul! like to know exactly what was 
meant. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 


sense, 
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Str WILLIAM ANSON said he would 


like to know whether there was any 
precedent for the creation of a new 
Minister of the Crown by Order in Council. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the Law 
Officers of the Crown would be in the 
House in a moment and would answer 
the right hon. Gentleman. He could 
not undertake the responsibility of 
answering such a question. With regard 
to the other questions, what was con- 
templated was that somebody already 
holding office under the Crown might 
become responsible, or that some Member 
of the House might answer for the Council 
in the same way as an hon. Member now 
answered for the Charity Commissioners. 
The Government had taken power to 
utilise the services of a Minister of the 
Crown or to ask an ordinary Member of 
Parliament to represent this Department 
as an ordinary Member of Parliament 
now answered officially for the Charity 
Commissioners. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said'that as the 
discussion went on it became more and 
more difficult to understand the precise 
position contempl ted. The Government 
meant to take power to appoint a Member 
of Parliament not a member of the 
Government to be responsible for con- 
trolling the Welsh Council. He was to 
be responsible for presenting estimates 
to this House and was to answer for 
those estimates. He was to take all the 
functions of a Minister of the Crown; 
he was to have the power of appointing 
clerks and to have a stafi to be paid out 
of the Estimates ; his position, however, 
was to be analogous not to that of a 
Minister of the Crown, but to that of the 
gentlen.an who represented the Charity 
Commissioners. Such a thing was anom- 
alous and preposterous to the last degree. 
He could not believe that when the 
Government came to understand their 
own Amendment they would oscillate 
between the two courses of appoint- 
ing a Minister of the Crown to 
perform all these alien duties and ap- 
pointing a Member of Parliament who 
was not a Minister, but whose position 
was to be similar to that of the gentleman 
representing the Charity Commissioners. 
It was preposterous and absurd. Where 
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was the Parliamentary responsibility ? 
Where were his powers ofcontrol ? Was 
he to have a salary on the Estimates, and 
were his actions to be actions for which 
his colleagues were responsible or not ? 
Was he to vacate his seat upon taking 
office? He had really come to the 
conclusion that the Government had not 
given five minutes thought to this pro- 
posal, and that the Minister in charge 
of this part of the Bill had thought of 
the scheme for the first time at ten 
minutes past three on the 17th of July. 
The question he again asked was, did he 
propose to appoint a new Minister by 
an Order in Council. The thing had 
never been done or thought of before. 
And if it was possible to constitute a 
new Minister by an Order in Council, 
was that Minister to be a Minister in the 
same sense as right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. Were they to be responsible 
forhim? Was heto have a salary; and, 
if so, was the salary to be on the Esti- 
mates, or whence was it to be pro- 
vided ? Because he noticed the Govern- 
ment had taken no power to provide 
a salary. That itself was a sure proof 
that when the Resolution was put before 
the Committee this wonderful scheme 
had not occurred to the President of the 
Board of Trade. He hoped now that 
the Solicitor-General had come back 
they would have a reply to the questions 
asked on this constitutional matter. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley) said he assumed that this 
gentleman who was to be appointed would 
have asalary ; and that thatsalary would 
be on the Estimates. He asked under 
those circumstances whether the Com- 
mittee was in order in discussing this 
question without the Resolution. 


THe CHAIRMAN was understood to 
sly no power was taken to provide fa 
salary. 


Lorp BALCARRES said that in those 
circumstances it was impossible for 
this Minister to be paid, that he would 
have no salary to be reduced, and to that 
extent the control of the House was lost. 
They all knew that a Minister of the 
Crown or a Member of the House 
could not be criticised except when 
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responsible for a policy, which responsi 
bility could be brought home to 
him on the Estimates on a Motion to 
reduce the salary. It was for that 
reason that he thought every Minister 
should be paid. Was it intended that a 
peer could be appointed to this particular 
office? And was there any precedent for 
the appointment of a Minister, either paid 
or unpaid, being appointed to an office, 
however humble, by an Order in Council ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the noble 
Lord seemed to assume that the only 
way the action of a Minister could be 
criticised was on a Motion on the Esti- 
mates to reduce his salary. But the 
Prime Minister had no salary at all, yet 
the actions of the Prime Minister were 
criticised. Everyone was aware that a 
certain sum was allotted for carrying 
out the functions of this Council, and that 
every action of the Council could be dis- 
cussed when that Estimate came before 
the House. 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON again asked 
whether there was any precedent for 
appointing a Minister by an Order in 
Council. He was informed that there 
was not. And with regard to the appoint 
ment of unpaid representatives of the 
Charity and Ecclesiastical Commissioners, 
he might point out that that was also by 
statute. He would further like informa- 
tion on another point. This Minister, 
who might be an ordinary Member of 
Parliament, was to represent the Council 


in the House; he was to ascertain 
from the Council what sum _ they 
wished to lay before Parliament as 


their educational expenditure for the 
year; he was to lay the amount 
before the House and defend it. How 
was he, an unpaid representative, to be 
connected with a body of unpaid repre- 
sentatives? What was there to bring 
him in touch with them? He was 
stating what he believed was a genuine 
difficulty and he would like an answer. 
What was the connecting link between 
the Minister and the Council, because 
the connecting link between a Minister 
and the work he had to do was usually 
the permanent staff by which that work 
was conducted; a staff which framed 
the estimates and prepared and dealt 
beforehand with the various points 
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which had to be dealt with by the Minis- 
ter in Parliament. Had any prepara- 
tion been made for a permanent staff 
in this matter? He would like to 
know what would be the relations of 
this Minister to the Board of Edu- 
cation. Was there to be a complete 
severance between the system of educa- 
tion in England and that in Wales? He 
wanted to hear something from the 
President of the Board of Education, who 
must have more experience than the 
President of the Board of Trade or the 
Solicitor-General on these points. Had 
the Minister for Education 
how this proposal would bear on the 
general scheme of education and the 
work of his Office, when his Department 
had a considerable and sometimes excit- 
ing branch cut off from it and handed 
over to another Minister. Again, had the 
President of the Board of Trade decided 
with what Department of the Govern- 
ment this new Department should be 
connected 2? He would ask whether there 
was any precedent for this mode of 
appointment, how the Minister repre- 
senting Welsh education would be con- 
nected with the Council for which he was 
to be responsible to the House of Com- 
mons, what would be his relations, if 
any, to the Board of Education, and 
with what Department of the Govern- 
ment he was to be connected ? 


Sir W. ROBSON said the hon. Baronet 
had contended that the mode of appoint- 
ment now suggested was unknown to the 
law. What was the suggestion? It 
was that the Minister it was proposed to 
bring into being should be appointed by 
Order in Council under the authority of 
this Bill. It was quite true that it was not 
usual to appoint a Minister by Order in 
Council; but if they authorised by Act of 
Parliament the appointment of a Minister 
by Order in Council, they needed no 
precedent. Parliament was able to do 
that as it was able to do other things. 
They were proceeding in the ordinary 
way by creating powers and indicating 
how an appointment was to be carried out, 
namely, by Order in Council. They 
were exercising a normal power properly 
exercisable by Parliament. The hon. 
Baronet had asked a number of questions 
which seemed to him appropriate to the 
Order in Council, but by no means requir- 


Sir William Anson, 


considered | 
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ing development now. This Minister, 
whether he had a salary or not, would 
have a Department. If he had a salary, 
it would come before Parliament on the 
Estimates. But that was not the only 
means by which Parliament could ex- 
ercise authority. The Council which it 
was proposed to set up must have funds, 
and those funds must pass through 
Parliament. Therefore, Parliament would 
have the most effective of all means 
of exercising control. They would have 
the means of stopping the money. In 
these circumstances it did not seem 
necessary to put into an Act of Parlia- 
ment all those details which were more 
appropriate to the Order in Council. 


Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover) ventured to 
think that the House had never in the 
whole covrse of its history been con- 
fronted with a situation which: offered 
any parallel to the proceedings of the 
Government this afternoon. They 
were taking a departure for which 
there was no precedent. For centuries 
Parliament had regarded with jealousy 
any inovation in the framework of our 
Parliamentary constitution, and now, 
during the last stages of a Bill dealing 
with education, they were asked to make 
a change which had never been contem- 
plated before, and which had not been 
explained to them to-day. The Solicitor- 
General got up to reply to the very 
pertinent questions put by his right hon. 
friend the Member for Oxford University, 
but had he given an answer to any of 
them? He had said that there was no 
precedent for the appointment of a 
Minister by Order in Council. Though 
it was within the prerogative of 
the Crown to create a new office in 
theory, as a matter of constitutional 
practice the prerogative was not used 
for that purpose except on the 
advice of the responsible Ministers of 
the Crown; in fact. on the advice of the 
Cabinet with the knowledge and con- 
currence of the Prime Minister. The 
Crown could create a new office provided 
there was no necessity for spending 
money on the department. According 
to “Dodd” it rested with the Govern- 
ment exclusively to determine whether 
any such changes were necessary in 
order to secure greater efficiency of 
the public service. and ‘they are 
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effected by Order or Declaration in 
Council, an Act of Parliament being 
required only in cases where it is neces- 
sary to make pecuniary provision for 
the duties to be undertaken by the new 
Department.” Did the argument of 
the Solicitor-General really mean that 
Amendments handed across the Table 
in manuscript, after two or three hours 
of pertinent inquiry as to the intention 
of the Government, were the kind of 
legislation contemplated by the sentence 
he had read? When an Act of Parlia- 
ment was required, Ministers should 
introduce a Bill creating the new de- 
partment. An Amendment could not 


be slipped in when dealing with legislation | 


of a totally different character. The 
action of the Government was not only 
unconstitutional but illegal, because he 
did not believe a new department could 
be brought into being without a Resolu- 
tion authorising the necessary expendi- 
ture. The Government was throwing 
all constitutional practice to the wind, 
and departing from all the financial 
control of the House at the instance 
of Ministers who had ventured 
to declare the intention of the Govern: 
ment only after having been subjected 
to severe cross-examination. Let it not 
be assumed that the anxiety they on the 
Opposition side felt with regard to this 
matter was assumed. Whether this Bill 
passed into law or not might be very 
important, but it was more important that 
they should not treat with levity so great 
a departure from constitutional practice 
as the creation of a new department in 
this way. The Government did not even 
tell them the nature of the new depart- 
ment which was to be created by this 
novel, unconstitutional, and __ illegal 
method. The Committee were told 
vaguely that in certain circumstances 
estimates would be necessary and Parlia- 
ment would be able to criticise those 
estimates. That was a totally novel view 
of the bond which attached a Minister 
to this House and of the responsibility 
which rested upon him. It was a part 
of the Constitution that no Minister 
should take office unless he had real 
control and was in fact, as well as in 
name, the responsible party. By this 
proposal they were striking at one of the 
foundations of the constitution. The 
whole edifice of the constitution was 
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built upon the real responsibility of the 
Cabinet and the personal responsibility of 
each Minister. It was a part of the Con- 
stitution that no Minister should take 
office unless he had real control. Was 
this new Minister to have control over all 
the actions of the Council, or was he not ? 


Mr. BRIDGEMAN said the Committee 
had been informed hat a salaried depart- 
ment would be created under the new 
Minister. He asked whether, in view of 
the ruling already given, it was now in 
order to move or further discuss this 
Amendment. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it was not 
proposed to create a new staff. At the 
present time the Board of Education 
looked after Wales. The officials ap- 


pointed for that purpose would still have 


to do their work, and would be taken over 
for the purpose. The question was 
simply one of organisation. No new 
officials would be appointed, and there 
would be no additional expenses. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN did not think the 
Amendment which was the real question 
for his consideration made any fresh 
charge or raised any poimt on account 
of which he could rule it out of order. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR pointed out that 
anew department would not cease to bea 
new department because it was manned 
by old officials. The proposal of the 
Government was to transfer certain 
officials of the Board of Education and 
constitute them a separate department 
under a new minister. That was not 
denied. There would be a body of sub- 
ordinate officials all owing allegiance to a 
single Parliamentary chief. That would 
be a new office. He believed such a new 
office could not be constituted by Order 
in Council. An Act of Parliament would 
be necessary for the purpose, and such an 
office could not be constituted by this 
Act of Parliament. The constitution 
of the office involved expenditure, but 
under the Resolution of the House he did 
not believe they could do anything 
except provide money to be distributed 
among the local education authorities. 
How was provision to be made for the 
payment of the new staff? Was the 


Minister for Education going to respond 
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for estimates which referred to persons | 
under someone else’s orders? The) 


Education Estimates for England were 
going to be dirinished by this amount 
and a new set of estimates would be’! 
constituted for Wales, and the office in| 
connection with them would be a new, 
office. That new system could not, in| 
his judgment, be established without 
an Act of Parliament. He was, however, 
really more concerned with the unex- 
plained position of the new Parliamentary 
Minister. He put a good many questions | 
to the President of the Board of Trade 
before the law officers of the Crown came 
in,’ but he would venture to repeat them. 
He would like to know whether the 
Minister appointed would vac te his seat) 
upon appointment. For his own part 
he believed it would be necessary for 
him to seek re-election. The greatest 
change that ever took place in our 
constitutional history was that of making 
every Minister responsible for the acts 
of every other Minister, and making the 
Cabinet responsible for the policy of any 
one of its members. He also desired to 
know whether the new Minister would be 
« responsible Minister in the sense in 
which we understood that term. Would 
the Cabinet be responsible for his action / 
Would he consult the Cabinet on any 
question of importance? Then it ap- 
peared that the Minister in charge of 
Welsh education was to have no salary 
in that capacity. He had listened with 
astonishment to the dictum of the 
President of the Board of Trade that 
it did not matter whether the Minister 
had a salary or not, because what was 
attacked was not his salary, but the 
estimates he presented. Where did the 
right hon. Gentleman get that constitu-, 
tional doctrine? Would anyone deny 
that if any other Government but this 
had suggested such a proposal it would 
have been denounced as the greatest 
and most scandalous innovation? Was) 
there anything more utterly opposed to. 
constitutional principles as understood | 
by the Liberal Party 2? When the House | 
criticised the action of the Welsh Educa- | 
tion Department it would be nec essary | 
to challenge the salary of some permanent | | 
official who was not responsible. If the| 
Government were going to destroy that| 
boast of the British Constitution, the) 
doctrine of Cabinet responsibility, and | 


Mr, A. J. Balfour, 
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its strict application through all depart- 
ments, they would have done a great 
deal of work in their first session. 


Sir W. ROBSON said that, in replying 
to the first question which had been put 
to him, and speaking from recollection, he 
should say that whether or not this Minis- 
ter would vacate his seat would depend 
upon whether or not his office was one of 
profit. Unless the Office was one of profit, 
the Minister would not have to vacate his 
seat. There was no limit whatever to 
the power of the Crown to create offices to 
which no profit was attached. The next 
question was whether this new Minister 
was to be a responsible Minister. In 
what sense was “responsible” used ? 


The responsibility of every Minister now 


sitting on the Treasury bench was really 
the responsibility of the Cabinet. In 
that sense, of course, this Minister would 
be a responsible Minister. It was not 
salary that made a Minister responsible. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can quite 
understand the answer of the hon. and 
learned Gentleman on that point. 
wish to know how that tallies with the 
statement of the President of the Board 
of Trade that the position of this Minister 
would be analagous to that of the Gentle- 
man who so ably responds in this House 
for the Charity Commissioners ? 


Str W. ROBSON replied that even the 
Gentleman who responded for the Charity 
Commissioners had a certain responsi- 
bility. He was not a member of the 
Ministry, certainly, or his responsibility 
would be more marked. The Order in 
Council would reply to a great many of 
the questions which were now put for- 
ward as though they were constitutional 
difficulties. The right hon. Gentleman 
opposite had said that either this Minister 
must have a salary or somebody must act 
for him or under him who should receive 
some remuneration which could be put 
upon the Estimates, and he asked what 
provision had been made in the Estimates. 
Nothing would be done this year, and no 
| financial provision need be made until 
next year, when it would be put upon the 
Estimates in the ordinary way. This was 
a question very largely ‘of departmental 
| reorganisation, and not new work. It 
was work which in a large measure had 
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been done previously. The clerks who 
had done it were there, and would pro- 
bably go on doing the work. Some new 
expenditure would probably grow out of 
this new departmental reorganisation. 
He never knew a reform yet which did not 
involve expenditure, and even expen- 
diture greater than that which it was 
supposed to reduce. He was surprised at 
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the language used by the right hon.’ 


Member for Dover, who spoke as if the 
foundations of the Constitution were 
at stake. Looking at this humble and 
modest measure of departmental re- 
organisation, it did not strike him per- 
sonally as going quite so deep down to the 
foundations of our Constitution as cer- 
tain suggestions he could remember 
about ‘* co-ordination.” 


“Str WILLIAM ANSON observed that 
at the beginning of the session a discussion 
arose which involved the question 
whether the vacation of office depended 
on salary, and it was established that an 
office might be vacated although no 
salary attached to it. 


Str W. ROBSON said the discussion 
referred to was in regard to an office of 
profit, although no salary was taken. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON said it was a 
question whether an office was held 
of the Crown” or “ under the Crown. 
The question had not been answered. 
What were to be the relations of this new 
Minister with the Board of Education. 
Here was another gap in the Govern- 
ment proposal. They proposed to create 
another department—a Welsh depart- 
ment—and they proposed to transfer to 
that department the duties and officers 
of the present Board of Education. 
Could they do that without statutory 
authority ? When sone of the duties 
and staff of the Charity Commission were 
transferred to the Board of Education 
provision was made for this in the Act 
of 1899. What did the Minister for 
Education think of the transfer of Welsh 
education to another Department ? 


oe 





Mr. SAMUEL EVANS (Glamorgan- 
shire, Mid.) observed that what was cer- 
tain was that the broad policy of this 
section had been adopted not only by this 
Government, but by the late Govern- 
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ment. It was quite right that educa- 
tional affairs in Wales should be treated 
in Wales by a Welsh body. The sec- 
tion they were now discussing did not 
pretend to give the details of the whole 
arrangement, but merely asked the Com- 
mittee to give statutory authority for the 
creation of that body. He would re- 
mind the Leader of the Opposition that 
in April, 1887, the appointment was 
made of a Parliamentary Under-Secre- 
tary for Ireland, and Colonel King-Har- 
man was appointed by the present 
Member for the City of London. The 
appointment of Colonel King-Harman 
was an appointment made, not only 
without statutory authority, but with 
out the consent of Parliament at all. 
The present Lord Privy Seal, the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton, attempted to raise the question 
on the Civil Service Estimates, and the 
Chairman said he did not think it would 
he appropriate to raise that question. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman said— 


and Wales) Hill. 


“T bow, of course, to your ruling, Sir; but 
as the right hon. Gentleman, the First Lord of 
the Treasury has attempted to justify the 


| appointment, | wished to enter a protest on 


that point. I will not pursue the matter one 
sentence further. I should have been glad of 
another opportunity of saying that I consider 
that the creation of any new office under the 
Crown, whether or not its acceptance involved 
the vacating of a seat in this House—for I do 
not lay stress on that point—without the 
consent of Parliament is unconstitutional.” 


That was an appointment made by 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite ; and 
it appeared in the course of the debate 
that great complaint was made with 
reference to the position of the hon. 
Gentleman who had been so appointed. 
This was what his hon. friend the Member 
for East Mayo said in the same debate in 
reply to the then Leader of the House— 


“The right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
of the Treasury distinetly stated that the chief 
object of calling the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman (Colonel King-Harman) to the 
position he now oceupies was, that he should 
assist the Government with his knowledge of 
Ireland and with his advice in modelling great 
measures to be laid before Parliament. In my 
ears that was a most ominous declaration, 
because it amounted to this, that not only 
were we, in the future, to look to the influence 
of the right hon. and gallant Gentleman the 
Member for the Thanet Division of Kent in 
the administration of the law in Ireland, but 
even in the shaping of [rish legislation he was 
to be behind the scenes. Having that in my 
mind, there are certain things that have 
occurred in Ireland quite recently, which, in 
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view of these facts, are exceedingly interesting. | 
Within the last fortnight a practice has been | 
revived in Ireland which has been renounced 

for three years, the practice of calling what 
are known as Rival Loyalist demonstrations in 
Ulster for the purpose of suppressing liberty 

of speech.” 


If the King in Council authorised the 
appointment of a Minister, either as a 
Minister of the Crown or as a Member of 
this House it would be done with the 
strictest Parliamentary authority. If 
that were done immediately the appoint- 
ment of the hon. Gentleman was made, 
whether he was a Minister with or with- 
out salary, he would draw up Orders in 
Council, and these ought to be the legiti- 
mate subject of criticism in Parliament. 
Therefore, he submitted that the Com- 
mittee would do well to receive the pro- 
posal of the Government, because they 
would then have Parliamentary control 
over the acts of the Council in Wales. 


*CoLoneL WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire, W.) 
said that both by the last speaker and 
previously in the debate complaint had 
been made that the Opposition had not. 
properly received the concessions that! 
had been made. He very frankly acknow- | 
ledged that an effort had been made by, 
the President of the Board of Trade to) 
meet the demand made by hon. Gentle- | 
men sitting on the Opposition Benches ; | 
but the difficulty was that they did not| 
know exactly what the concessions were. | 
What they asked was that the Presi-| 
dent of the Board of Education should | 
be responsible for tae Welsh Council, 
hut now they were to have a gentleman! 
of whom they were not told whether he} 
was to be a Minister or not. The 
Solicitor-General in his last speech had 
said that the gentleman who was to) 
represent the Welsh Council in the! 
House was to be a Minister. What| 
he wanted to know was whether 
the new office was to be an_ office) 
of profit under the Crown or not.| 
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ment to bring in a proper clause which 
they could understand. 


Mr. ASHLEY said there was one 
important matter which had not been 
cleared up, and that was how the Minister 
was to deal with the Council in Wales. 
In the first place the Council was to 
consist of members appointed by the 
councils of counties and of county 
boroughs and of any boroughs and urban 
districts having a population of over 
25,000. That was a popularly elected 
body, and how would it act? It 
would act by the decision of a majority. 
Supposing that body did not agree 
to the policy of the Minister, all that the 
Minister could do was the next time 
that the Estimates came before the 
House to advise the House to stop 
supplies because the Council had refused 
to carry out his policy. That was a 


ridiculous proposition. 


*Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Barkston Ash) said he would like to 
raise another point. Supposing that 
a county council in Wales refused to grant 
the religious facilities allowed under 
the Act under Clauses 3 and 4, anl 
was backed up in this by the Council for 


Wales, what course could the new 
Minister for Welsh Education pursue ! 
It seemed to him that in such 


a case the Minister would be flouted by 
the Council and he would have no 
authority in this House. That was 
one of the many absurdities created 
by this most unworkable scheme. It 
was perfectly certain that if there was 
any part in the United Kingdom in 
which such questions should be settled 
from the outside, it was Wales; and he 
hoped the Minister for Education would 
give some assurance that there would 
be a measure of appeal from the 
action of the Council tor Wales to the 
Board of Education. It was much to the 





The concession which had been made by| credit of the President of the Board of 
the President of the Board of Trade was| Education that the moment the task of 
not on the Paper, he did not think, piloting this impossible Bill through the 
the learned Solicitor-General had seen| House fell into other hands than his, 
the Amendment before he came into the; the Government were landed in the 
House ; evidently the concession had been | Most hopeless tangle that they had yet 
made without the Government having been involved in. 

thought it out. His inclination was to! 

move the adjournment of the House for) ‘THE PRESIDENT or rut BOARD oF 
an hour, in order to enable the Govern-/ EDUCATION (Mr. BirrE tL, Bristol, N.) 

Mr. Samuel Evans. 
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said he did not rise for the purpose of | 
taking part in the discussion upon the 
constitutional question, of which a great 
deal more had been made than the 
occasion warranted. He rose because the 
hon. Baronet had asked what would be 
the relations under this new arrangement 
between the new Minister for Welsh 
Education and the Board of Education. 
He thought the Committee sometimes 
forgot that they had had before them 
for a long time Part IV. of this Bill, 
which had been described as crude by the 
hon. Baronet. No doubt it was faulty 
in some respects, but it enabled the Board 
under sub-section (5)to pay to the Council 
in Wales money granted by Parliament 
in respect of education and science and 
art in Wales with the exception of money 
granted in aid of universities and uni- 
versity colleges. He admitted that there 
was no indication in Part IV., as it had 
stood in the Bill all these weeks, of what 
Parliamentary control there would be 
over the Welsh Council, or of what his 
position, as President of the Board of 
Education, would be with regard to the | 
money that was to be allocated. The 
subject had given him considerable 
personal anxiety, and it was a mistake to 
suppose that it had not received the care- 
ful consideration of the Government, 
though he thought, quite frankly, that it 
was unfortunate that it was left to the 
Amendments on the Paper to bring out 
the concessions which the Government | 
proposed to make. The hon. Member 
opposite wished, in order to secure free- 
dom from religious trouble in this new 
Council, to reserve to the President of | 
the Board of Education certain appeals 
which might arise under the Bill. He | 
said quite frankly that he would much | 
sooner be quit of the whole job than not. | 
By that he meant that he would much | 
sooner be free from all responsibility with | 
regard to Wales. He thought the speech | 
of his right hon. friend the President of 
the Board of Trade must have satisfied | 
those who listened to it that Wales was a | 
country which was justified in the de- | 
mand it made to have control in a larger 
degree than any other part of the country | 
over its education, and that there was a | 
most remarkable consensus of opinion in | 
favour of a Council in Wales. But Part | 
IV. left the Board of Education in, he | 
thought, an improper and pangerous posi- | 
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tion. He had never been happy under it, 
and, accordingly, he spent plenty of time 
in endeavouring to secure that there 
should be proper Parliamentary control. 
It had been suggested that Parliamentary 
control should rest on him, but he did not 
think any one could run the two systems 
of education at the same time. The 
intention and desire was, he thought, to 
encourage the Welsh people to fix their 
own curriculum and to develop their 
educational system on their own lines, 
and that they should not be hide-bound 
or confined by the ideas prevalent in 
Whitehall relative to English education. 
Therefore, it was contemplated, un- 
doubtedly, that the new Council should 
have a very considerable voice and say 
in the matter, but it was also understood 
that the new Minister would be respon- 
sible for the Code, and would be able to 
strike out any part of it which he felt 
could not be justified, and which might 
lead to an extravagant or other improper 
mode of distribution of its funds. He 
felt, as he had said, that it was impossible 
for one man to run the two horses at the 
same time, and that it was absolutely 
necessary that there should be a separa- 
tion of the offices. But he trusted that 
there would always be, on account of 
the similarity of their work, between the 
Welsh Department and the English 
Board of Education, a perfect under- 
standing and sympathy. He honestly 
believed that, although this was an experi- 
ment—an undefined experiment, in some 
respects, he agreed—it was an experi- 
ment which the Committee could very 
safely make, having regard to the limited 
nature of the duties that were to be en- 
trusted to the Council, to the fact that a 
Minister was to be responsible for it, to 
the great concessions made by his right 
hon. friend, and to his perfect willingness 
to take away from the purview and scope 
of the Council those vexatious and trouble- 
some questions which excited so much 
ill-feeling, but which, he hoped, as days 
went by, would be dissipated into thin 
air. He really thought, apart from the 
question of the position of the Minister, 
which might be worthy of consideration, 
that the time had come when the House 
might deal with this matter without 
much anxiety, and without treating it 
as a question of enormous constitutional 
importance. After all, it was a question 
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which had been in the air for many years, 
and Gentlemen opposite, he believed, 
had contemplated it in some fashion or 
another. It was a thing well known and 
discussed in the Education Office, where 
they would be glad if they could lighten 
their work. They were not afraid of 
being shorn of some of their authority ; 
they were not that kind of office. They 
had got enough work of their own to do, 
and they were willing to transfer to 
faithful shoulders the work in Wales. 
It was a question, too, which had 
been well discussed not only in Parlia- 
ment, but in Wales, and there was not a 
man in the House or in the country who 
had not the bona fide belief that the Welsh 
people were perfectly competent to look 
after all branches of their education. 
Their sacrifices and the zeal for education 
among all classes proved it. He should 
have thought himself that the plan was 
open to a good deal of objection, and 
that a democratic country might have 
objected to representatives being ap- 
pointed not directly by the people, but 
he would not enter on that. It was on 
the footing of a council of that kind that 
they could go forward. It did not seem 
to him the most perfect arrangement, 
but if it met the desires of the people 
and was capable of being worked by 
them, that was good enough for the 
Government. He did not think there 
would be any difficulty whatever in 
having a Minister in the House who 
should be able to respond to Questions, 
and who would make himself responsible, 
and be responsible for the Code and the 
regulations, and be able to exercise as 
much control over various local authori- 
ties as the President of the Board of 
Education could. He reaily thought 
that the Amendments which had been 
adumbrated by his right hon. friend 
would be a great improvement. Al- 
though he did not say it would be the 
most workmanlike piece of work the 
House ever did, he said it would be a good 
piece of work, and one likely in the future 
to redound to the cause of good education 
in Wales. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR said that before the 
right hon. Gentlemanspokethere was really 
some doubt whether or not the functions 
of the Minister to be appointed would 
resemble those of the hon. Member for the 


Mr, Birrell. 
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Elland Division. They did noti know 
whether they were to have a new Minister 
with great responsibility, or merely. one 
who would be able to answer the neces- 
sary questions. They now knew, how- 
ever, that they were to have a full-fledged 
Minister with great Parliamentary re- 
sponsibilities. The second clear deduc- 
tion from the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman was that the Minister must 
devote his time to Wales, they could not 
lump him up with any other duties. If 
the new Ministry for Wales, as he would 
almost call it, could be undertaken by 
anvbody except a gentleman appointed 
for that particular purpose, the only 
Minister would be the right hon. Gentle- 
man himself. They clearly could not 
lump up Welsh education with shipping 
and railways, with the Local Govern- 
ment Board, or the Colonial or Foreign 
Departments. If they were going to 
keep it in any department, that depart- 
ment must be the Board of Education. 
But this the right hon. Gentleman had 
formally repudiated ; he had told them 
that he would not undertake it. It was 
quite evident that none of his colleagues 
could, and therefore they must have a 
separate Minister for Wales. But there 
was a third point that emerged. Was 
it not quite obvious that they could not 
possibly appoint a Minister for Welsh 
education without having it clearly in 
their minds that this was the beginning 
of a Ministry for Wales which would deal 
with other subjects? There was no 
case at present in these islands in which 
there was a separation of the duties of 
education from the other executive 
duties. The offices of Minister for Scot- 
land and of Irish Secretary illustrated 
this. The duties and position of the 
Scottish Minister were defined in an Act. 
Was not that the businesslike and con- 
stitutional method of procedure? He 
pointed out that since the Government 
had not even put their Amendments on 
the Paper there would be a difficulty in 
embodying them in the Bill when the 
guillotine fell at half-past ten. It was a 
most preposterous method of doing 
business. 


Mr. LLEWELLYN WILLIAMS (Car- 
marthen District) said the position in 
Wales was that they had absolute control 
over municipal education, and they also 
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had absolute control of secondary educa- 
tion under the Secondary Board. That 
was set up by a Conservative Government. 
All the money spent by that Secondary 
Board was spent without any control 
at all. It was now proposed to set up a 
similar Board to have control of ele- 
mentary education as the present Board 
had to-day of secondary education, and 
that that Board should have the expen- 
diture of the money obtained from the 
Parliamentary grant for Wales. It was 
now said that as a concession there should 
be a Minister set up who should be not 
only responsible for the money spent on 
elementary education but also on secon- 
dary education. Right hon. Gentlemen 
opposite set themselves up as constitu- 
tionalists. If that was so, why did they 
not put this matter right in the Inter- 
mediate Education Act of 1889? As they 
had failed to do so the Government had 
now come to the rescue, and suggested that 
a Minister should be appointed who should 
be responsible for all the money spent on 
elementary as wellas on secondary educa- 
tion. The proposals of the Government 
would legitimise the position of both 
elementary and secondary education in 
Wales. This was a concession which 
surely every constitutional purist should 
welcome, but instead the Government were 
not even thanked. Some hon. Gentlemen 
seemed to think that a constitutional 
revolution would be created if this new 
Council were set up. There were many 
reasons why it should be set up. Elemen- 
tary education was now controlled by one 
authority and secondary education by 
quite another set of people. Part IV. of the 
bill sought to co-ordinate the authority so 
that people who were responsible for the 
training of pupil teachers should also be 
responsible for the schools in which 
pupil teachers were trained. It might 
be a very small matter, but it was a very 
important one in the training of teachers. 
Anyone knew that the training of teachers 
was one of the most important things 
they had to do. There were other 
matters. They had heard from Ministerial 
Benches a good many objections to one 
of .the clauses discussed yesterday, be- 
cause it was said that children who 
should be taken to secondary schools 
were taken to higher-grade schools and 
vice versa. There was no doubt that the 
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overlap that of the intermediate and 


secondary schools in Wales as_ in 
England. If this Council were set 
up it would have the control both 


of the higher-grade schools and of the 
intermediate schools, and the overlapping 
would disappear. The President of the 
Board of Trade had indicated how the 
assurances which had been given could 
be carried out in order to meet every 
legitimate objection that might be raised, 
or any legitimate suspicion that might 
exist that this Council would use its 
powers unreasonably. Wales had been 
entrusted with its own university colleges, 
and with the control of its secondary 
education. The Board of Education 
used to send inspectors every year to 
examine the secondary schools in Wales, 
but he was told that the inspection had 
now become a triennial inspection, and 
even that had almost disappeared. They 
only asked on behalf of Wales that this 
House should give them the same powers 
with regard to elementary education as 
had already been given in regard to 
higher and secondary education. 


*Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley) said he wished to repeat a question 
put by his right hon. friend to which 
no answer had been given. The Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade had told the 
Committee that the Government pro- 
posed to move a series of Amendments 
at a later stage of this clause in order to 
carry out the views of the Government, 
and he would ask whether the right hon. 
Gentleman would put the Amendments 
on the Paper to-night so that before the 
Report stage hon. Members would have 
adequate time to consider them. He 
would like to say that he was greatly 
interested in the speech of the President 
of the Board of Education. It was quite 
clear that the President of the Board of 
Education in future would have nothing 
whatever to do with Wales. The new 
Minister for the Welsh Education De- 
partment would have complete and 
entire responsibility. 


Mr. BIRRELL: We shall be under 
the same roof, and I hope we shall get 
on very well. 


“orp GALCARRES éaid it had been 


work of the higher-grade schoo!s dic already peinted out that the transfer 
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of one department to another in this 
way had been hitherto considered to 
require an Act to justify it. Apparently 
that was not now the view. Why, he did 
not know, but that precedent like others 
was blown to the winds. The Council 
of necessity would have to appoint its 
own inspectors; and presumably the 
local education authorities, some of 
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which had already got their inspectors, 


would in future have a third branch of 
inspection. He could not help thinking 
that the new department to be created 
would complicate matters. So far as it in- 
troduced adequate Parliamentary control 
no doubt it was a great improvement. 
But he really could not understand why 
Wales should not be content with the 
President of the 


57 was a humble measure of depart- 
mental reorganisation. Did that 


tives? If it was merely the grouping 
of officials in Wales, who were to be 
placed in a corner of the building in 
Whitehall and the responsibility towards 
Parliament was to remain, he could not 
understand why Welsh Members were 
not content that the President of the 
Board of Education should found his 
own Welsh department within the great 
department, and himself bethe responsible 
Minister to this House. The President 
of the Board of Education, whether the 
right hon. Member for North Bristol or 
the hon. Baronet the Member for the Uni- 
versity of Oxford, was far more qualified 
to represent education in this House for 
England at large or Wales in particular 
than any subordinate Minister by whom 
this work was to be carried on as a sort of 
extra. The effect of Clause 37 would not 
do away with the necessity for the 
Default Act. The difficulties which 
led to the Default Act in Wales were 
caused by what had been described as a 
state of war. No doubt a state of war 
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‘had arisen which was very deplorable. 
but it was always possible owing to some 
‘local irritation that a situation of that 
‘kind might arise. They had been told 
‘that the control of Parliament would be 
‘complete, effective and _— substantial. 
‘Under the present Bill hon. Members 
would remember that the Government 
continued the Education Default Act 
with all its mistakes and faults, but when 
‘this Bill became law it would be im- 
‘possible to put the Default Act into 
operation in Wales, because it only gave 
power to the Board of Education, which 
‘Board would have no control over educa- 
ition in Wales. The Default Act would 
‘in future apply to England and it ought: 
\therefore to apply also to Wales. 


Board of Education. 
The Solicitor-General had said that Clause | 


Mr.. LLOYD-GEORGE: The Default 


Act only applies to voluntary schools. 


coin- | 
. . . y | 
cide with the views of Welsh representa- | 


| *Lorp BALCARRES asked why, if 
that were the case, it was not proposed 
ito repeal the Act. Having continued 
ithat Act for England, and having given 
a pledge that the control of Parliament 
over education in Wales would 
complete as the central control over 


be as 


education for England, that ought 
ito be taken into consideration by the 


|Government. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he did not 
‘think this matter could be conveniently 
dismissed before the debate closed. 
The Government adhered to their Amend- 
ments, and they meant to put them down 
on the Paper in spite of all discourage- 
ment. They could not do that until the 
Bill was through Committee and the 
Report stage was reached, 


Question put 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 27%; 
Noes, 50. (Division List No. 225). 


AYES. 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland 

Agnew, George William 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Hervert eure’ 
Astbury, John Meir ?' ‘ 


Lord Balearre S. 


Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
3alfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Jaring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 

Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Beauchamp, E. 


‘Pell, Rickard © a6 


Bellaiis, Carlyor).. - . 





Benn, SirJ.Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’wrHamlets,S.Geo.) 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, Alexander Wm. (Banff) 
Black, Arthur W. (Bedfordshire 
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Boland, John 

Bolton, T. D. (Derbyshire, N.E. 
Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, Rt.Hn.James(Aberdeen 


Bryce, J.A. (Inverness Burghs) | 


Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 
Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett,C. H(Sussex,E.Grinst’d | 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh.) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Faber, G. H. (Botson) 
Fenwick. Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Field, William 

Findlay, Alexander 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grove, Archibald 

Gulland, John W. 
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Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

| Halpin, J 

Hardy, George. A. (Suffolk) 

Harmsw orth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 

Hart- Davies, T. 
| Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
| Harwood, George 
| Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
| Hazleton, Richard 
| Hedges, A. Paget 
| Helme, Norval Watson 
| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Higham, John Sharp 

Hodge, John 
| Hogan, Michael 
| Holden, E. Hopkinson 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N 

Horniman, Emslie John 

Horridge. Thomas Gardner 
| Hudson, Walter 
Hyde, Clarendon 
Illingworth, Perey H. 
| Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jackson, R. 8. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. Nuneaton) 
Jones, Sir D. Brynmor(Swans’a 
| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
| Kearley, Hudson t. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 

| Kilbride, Denis! 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
| Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 
Lamont, Norman 
Leese, SirJosephF.(Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy(Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W.H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Macdonald, J.M. (Falkirk Bgh’s 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah(Down,S. 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 

| M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
oananig 4 J. 

Mason, 5. W. (Coventry) 
ona fod hael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Menzies, Walter 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E. S. 
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| Montgomery, H.{G. 
_ Mooney, J.J. 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morse, L. L. 
Murphy, John 
Murray, James 
Myer, Horatio 
Nannetti, Joseph*P. 
Napier, T. B. . 
Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow. W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, Philip 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Hare, Patrick 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’Shee, James John 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paul, Herbert 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk, Eye 
Pollard, Dr. 
Price, C. E.(Edinburgh,Central 
Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, FE. 
Radford, G. H. 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Xedmond, William (Clare) 
Rendall, Athelstan 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott(Bradf'rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rowlands, J. 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Sears, J. E. 
Seddon, J. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spicer, Sir Albert 
Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Steadman, W. C. 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Summerbell, T. 
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Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
‘Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thompson, J.W.H.(Somerset, E 
Thorne, William 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke uponTrent) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 


Acland-Hood, Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO. 
Ashley, W. W. 
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Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Weir, James Galloway | 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) | 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) | 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas | 
Wilkie, Alexander | 


Williams, J. (Glamorgno) | 


Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 


NOES. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) | 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
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Williamson, A. i 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid ) 
Wilson, P. W. (St.Pancras, S. 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 


| Wodehouse, Lord( Norfolk, Mid) 


Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
gWhiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


King, SirHenrySeymour( Hull) 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
Magnus, Sir Philip 


Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J.(CityLond. 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 

Bull, Sir William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


Fell, Arthur 


Fletcher, J. 8. 


Hills, J. W. 





Mr. F. E. SMITH moved the omission 
trom subsection (2) of the words ‘the 
council of each county and of each county 
borough shall appoint at least two 
representatives,” and the insertion of 
the words “regulations shall be made 
by the Board of Education whereby the 
minority of each of the constituent local 
authorities shall appoint to the council 
a number of representatives bearing the 
proportion of one to three to the number 
appointed by the majority of that au- 
thority.” If this Council was to possess 
confidence in any degree at all, not 
merely of one section but of all sections 
in Wales, it was essential that there 
should be some representation of minor- 
ities. That was essential in the interest 
of the minorities themselves, and it was 


Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craik, Sir Henry 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) | 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


Forster, Henry 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 


Kennaway, Rt. 


| Nield, Herbert 

| Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Zasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Smith, F. E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 


William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
| Viscount Turnour and Mr. 
Hn. Sir JohnH. ' ~~ Hicks Beach. 


| Council. The President of the Board 
of Trade had also expressed himself in 
that sense. He had no doubt that the 
right hon. Gentleman would remove the 
objections of some of those who attended 
the conference by undertaking that some 
consideration should be paid to the 
desires of those who thought that minor- 
ities should be represented. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 20, line 23, to leave out all the 
words after ‘that’ to the end of the subsee- 
tion, and insert the words ‘regulations shall be 
made by the Board of Education whereby the 
minority of each of the constituent local 
authorities shall appoint to the eouncil a 
number of representatives bearing the propor- 
| tion of one to three to the number appointed 
| by the majority of that authority.’”°—(Mr. F. 
| BE. Smith.) 





not less essential in the interest of the | 


majorities. He noticed from the report 
of the proceedings of the conference that 
the opinion was very clear that an 
Amendment such as the Government 


were now asked to adopt should be | 


accepted. At the conference Mr. Lewis 


| Question proposed, ‘‘That the words 
| proposed to be left out stand part of 
| the clause.” 

| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he was 
| sorry that in going through the Amend- 





Morgan moved a resolution to the effect | ments earlier in the day he overlooked 
that the minorities should be entitled | this most important matter. He agreed 
to a representation of one-third om the! that the representation of minorities was 
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an important question owing to the| 
special conditions of Wales. The Govern-| 
ment were anxious that the minorities | 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he wished 





should be represented, and, with that) 


object in view, the form of Amendment 
he suggested was, “ Provided that regula- 
tions shall be made by the Board of 
Education whereby the council shall be 


appointed in such a way as to provide for, 


the representation of minorities on the 
council.” This was the form in which 
he had intended originally to move the 
subsection, but he understood that the 
hon. Member attached importance to 
proportions. Undoubtedly — the 
ference resolution was carried stating that 
the proportion of one to three should be 
maintained. If this was the desire it 
could be realised, for instance, by the 
cumulative vote, as well as by other 
methods; but he was anxious to know 
whether importance was attached to the 
suggested proportion of one to three. 


Mr. SAMUEL EVANS suggested that 
the words of the President of the Board 
of Trade should® be accepted. They 
were essentially fair in the Principality, 
and after the suggestion which had come 
from the Treasury Bench he did not think 
the hon. Member for the Walton Division 
should press his Amendment in the form 
in which it was moved. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON said that if it 
were conceded that the representation of 
the minority should not be less than one 
in three, the arrangement would be 
acceptable. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it was not 
proposed that it should be one in three. 
The Government were prepared to go one 
better. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON said the pro- 
portion should be as far as practicable not 
less than one in three. He admitted 
that by the proposal of the right hon. 
Gentleman the minorities would get a 
fairer representation than would be the 
case under the Amendment of his hon. 
friend. 


Mr. F. E. SMITH said he thought the 
understanding was perfectly definite. 
He asked leave to withdraw the Amend- 
ment. 4p 5 | 


con-| 
| Education: (a) Any appeal to the Board of 


to move an Amendment which he be- 
lieved would cover all the points which 
had been raised by his hon. friend oppo- 
sites 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 20, line 37, at the end, to insert 
the words, ‘The Order shall provide for the 
distribution of powers and duties as between 
the council of Wales, the Board of Education, 
and the Member appointed to represent the 
council in Parliament. The following powers 
and duties shall be reserved to the Board of 


Education and the determination of any ques- 
tion under this Act, except where the contrary 
is specially provided in this Act; (b) The 
regulation and control of state-aided schools ; 
and (c) All powers and duties of the Board of 
Education under the Charitable Trust Acts, 
1883 to 1894, and the Endowed Schools Acts, 
1869 to 1889.” —(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question proposed, “ That these words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN said that they were 
suddenly confronted with new Amend- 
ments which they had never seen before, 
but which covered hardly any of 
the points which had been raised by his 
hon. friend. Apparently the Welsh 
Council was to have the decision as to 
whether a school was or was not necessary 
—a most dangerous power for a local 
authority to possess, as even the Minister 
for Education had shown. The President 
of the Board of Education had stated 
that when a local education authority 
suppressed a voluntary school they need 
not state that it was for any religious or 
sectarian reason, but on account of the 
want of accommodation or for sanitary 
or other purposes. If a local education 
authority was going to suppress a volun- 
tary school they need not state that it 
was for any religious reason, but on 
account of want of accommodation or 
sanitation, or that they wanted to get rid 
of a redundant school. If the local 
authority wanted to suppress a school, 
or not to pay a teacher a sufficient 
salary, there was to be no appeal to any 
superior authority. He was bound to say 
that they had heard a great many 
honeyed words from the right hon 
Gentleman. Living as he did on the 
borders of Wales, he knew how much 
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importance was to be attached to such 
words used by the natives of a very 
courteous nation; but he preferred to 
judge them more by their actions than 
by their words. The right hon. Gentle- 
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man had instructed an audience of 
Norconformistsi at Brighton how | to 
evade the Act of 1902 by the in- 


terposition of all sorts of delays, and his 
advice had been followed in a specific 
case at Swansea. Whatever might be 
said for the Amendment, it would give 
no effective control over unjust and in- 
tolerant proceedings on the part of the 
Welsh Council. He also objected to the 
Amendment because it put a premium 
on disobeying or avoiding the law. He 
did not see any reason why one part to 
the country, simply because it refused 
to obey the law should be given a separate 
Council and a separate Minister to re- 
present it in Parliament—as for instance 
Lancashire. [An Hon. MemBer: Why 
not ?] Lancashire had only to resist 
this Bill if it ever became law, 
he would point out, as Wales had 
done, and the present Government 
should give Lancashire separate treat- 
ment from the other parts of the country. 
That was his point. They had heard a 
great deal about the anxiety of the Welsh 
nation for the promotion of education. 
No doubt that was to a large extent true : 
but they had also a record of great 
injrstic> and intolerance, and they 
had not been shown to have suffi- 
cient expert knowledge and advice for 
the control of education without the 
as is.ance of the Board of Education. 
He therefore hoped that this Amend- 
ment would not be accepted but that 
a division would be taken upon the 
matter. 


Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon) pointed out to the 
hon. Member that the Welsh schools 
would be under popular control by 
reason of this Bill, and that, therefore 
there would be no occasion for a Default- 


ing Authorities Act under the new 
conditions. Under this Act there would 


be no tests for teachers, because they 
would be altogether abolished. When 
the hon. Gentleman dealt with Wales 
and drew an analogy between Wales and 
Lancashire, he would ask him to study 
the history of his own Party in regard 


Mr. Bridgeman. 
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‘to Wales. He would then find that 
the precedents for the separate treatment 
of Wales were set by his own Party which 
created a central Welsh Board. The 
hon. Member’s Party also gave them the 
Intermediate Education Act. Why did 
the Conservative Party give them the 
Intermediate Education Act and a Cen- 
tral Welsh Board? The reasons were 
given by a Departmental Committee 
appointed in 1880, who said that the 
distinctive characteristics of Wales in 
regard to education supported — their 
claim for separate treatment and for a 
distinct and national system of education. 
This claim was greatly strengthened, the 
Committee said, by the keen desire for 
education displayed by the masses of 
the people. The Central Welsh Board 
was the creation of the Constitutional 
Party, who also passed the Intermediate 
Education Act, but the Opposition did 
not seem to understand that Act, which 
wes one of their own creations. They 
did not seem to know that a distinguished 
educationist, Mr. Bruce, furnished a 
Report upon their central system of 
education to the Treasury, and it was 
now proposed that, instead of claiming 
. grant of money for Wales in that way 
they should have in the House of Commons 
a Minister who would be responsible for 
the conduct of educational affairs in 
Wales. He thought they had got a very 
distinct case for the change now 
suggested showing continuity of policy. 
The policy was started by _ the 
Conservative Party and all that was 
being done now was to go one 
better than that Party. They were 
simply converting a department into a 
Ministry, and instead of controlling 
secondary and higher education only they 
were seeking under this Bill to unify 
secondary and higher education with 
elementary education, so that instead of 
having one controlling body to look after 
secondary education they should have a 
Ministry which would control both higher 
and elementary education, which they 
could criticise in this House, and which 
would bring the whole case of Wales 
before the House, thus insuring that no 
injustice would be done to the minority. 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said they 
always welcomed a speech on this sub- 
ject from the hon. Member for the Arfon 
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Division, because he invariably brought 
‘into the discussion of any question a 
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spirit of poetry and enthusiasm too often | 
He also_ 


absent from these debates. 
thought they ought to recognise the con- 
ciliatory tone which the President of the 
Board of Trade had shown throughout 
the discussion, and therefore he did not 
wish to introduce a jarring note when 
he asked the right hon. Gentleman to con- 


sider the position in which the Committee | 


stood with regard to this clause. When 
the Government introduced a clause 
providing for education in Welsh 


counties under a National Council the 
Opposition had pointed out from the 


inception of the Bill that that clause | 


was extremely crude in its construction. 
There was no provision for the repre- 


sentation of minorities in local educa- | 


tional authorities, no provision for a 
representative in this House, very large 
powers were conferred upon the Council 
and taken from Government Depart- 


ments, and there was no control over | 


the Council in regard to the demand 
or expenditure of money. So matters 
remained until to-day. So far as 


they knew up to half-past three this 
afternoon the Government adhered to 
what he must call a crude proposal for 
establishing Home Rule for Wales in 
educational matters without any re- 


sponsibility being insured to Parliament. | 
the | 
Walton Division of Liverpool put down | 


His hon. friend the Member for 
a series of Amendments, but they 
had no indication that those Amend- 
ments would be looked upon with any- 
thing but the most unfaltering hostility 


by the Government, for this was the spirit 


in which all their Amendments had been | 


regarded. But what had happened ? 


The President of the Board of Trade | 
had no doubt in a most genial manner | 


put before the Committee an entirely 
different conception of the clause. His ex- 


planation put anentirely different complex- | 


10N upon its provisions. It appeared from 
his statement that instead of the Council 
being responsible only to itself and 
receiving from the Board of Education 
money which it was to spend at its own 
will and pleasure, they were to have a 


‘Welsh Minister for Education in this House | 


and that a Department for Welsh Educa- 
tion was to be created. They were to 
have a transfer of the powers of the 
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present Education Department for deal- 
ing with Welsh education; a transfer 
not provided for in the Bill. They 
were to have a transfer of the sta‘f 
and the duties of the Board of 
Education from Whitehall to a new 
| department, and that department was to 
| be represented by a Minister. Whether 
| he was to be an independent Minister 
or a representative of some other de- 
partment they did not know. Whether 
he was to be salaried or unsalaried they 
'did not know. Whether he was bounl 
to vacate his office on appointment an‘ 
was liable to re-election, that also they 
| did not know. On all these matters they 
were left in ignorance, and they had to 
accept the proposal upon Amendments 
|of which they had had no notice and 
which had never appeared upon the 
Paper. These Amendments had, in fact, 
been sprung upon them for the first time 
in the course of the afternoon. There 
| was another subject of criticism, and that 
was that it appeared that this new 
department was to have all the powers 
of the Board of Education except some 
which were not specified. It was true 
that the President of the Board of 
Education had promised to introduce 
| Amendments upon the Report stage ia 
'which his proposals would be embodied, 
but they had never seen those proposals. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : 


them just now. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said that 
that was quite true, but that was 12 
|accordance with his statement that 
although they had heard them stated 
| they had never seen them upon the 
Paper. No doubt the President of the 
| Board of Trade put these proposals before 
the Committee very clearly, but they 
were still of a somewhat intangible 
| character, and they were asked to accept 
as satisfactory a clause which had been 
laid before them only within the last 
half-hour. They had never seen it ina 
written form. 


and Wales) Bill, 


I mentione | 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE passed across 
the Table to the hon. Baronet a paper 
which set forth his proposals 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON thanked the 
right hon. Gentleman and read the docu- 
/ment, but still complained that the 
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Committee had not had sufficient notice of | because he wished to be difficult or 


the Amendment. He admitted that the 
concessions made were important, but 
surely when they were dealing with the 
cutting into two sections of one import- 


ant department the House was entitled | 


to more than a momentary period for 


consideration. He did not think any 
one who had had anything to do 
with the Board of Education’ could 


doubt for a moment that a combination 
of a Board of Education for Wales and 
the Board of Education for England, 
reserving to the Board of Education for 
England an appellate jurisdiction over 
the Board of Education for Wales. 
but delegating a number of powers 
from the one to other, would create 
a most complicated machinery — in 
the conduct of education and create 
friction between the two departments 
for England and Wales. He asked 
whether it was fair to the cause of educa- 
tion or fair to the Opposition that a 
matter of this magnitude should be dealt 
with in such a way. The regulation of 
secondary education in itself was a 
matter of growing importance, and he did 
not think that the Government were 
justified in treating it thus. The 
question as to the jurisdiction which was 
to be reserved to the Education Depart- 
ment in England also seemed to him to be 
a very important question, and in his 
opinion this Amendment did not cover 
the ground which was traversed by the 
Amendments of his hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for the Walton Division of Liver- 
pool. But the Amendment itself created 
difficulties. They were told that State- 
aided schools were to be reserved 
from the jurisdiction of the Welsh 
Department, but the question was not 
merely whether that was desirable or not. 
Were the State-aided schools, which he 
understood were to be exempt from the 
control of the local authority, to come 
under the Code of the Board of Educa- 
tion or that of the National Council? On 
what ground was the Parliamentary 
grant to be determined? Was it to be 
determined as in England by the Code, 
and from that Code were the State- 
aided schools to be excepted? Was 
there to be a Code for Wales and, 
if so, were the State-aided schools to 
come under that Code or the English 
Code’? He did not ask these questions 


Sir William Anson. 


tedious, but because he thought the 
| Government had entered into a very 
difficult question suddenly on a warm 
summer afternoon from which the im- 
promptu schemes of the right hon. Gentle- 
-man the President of the Board of Trade, 
brilliant improvisations though they 
might be, could not extricate them. 


Mr. F. E. SMITH said he had con- 
sidered, as far as he had been able under 
the difficult circumstances in which he 
had been placed, the Amendment put 
down by the Government in substitution 
for that which he had proposed to move. 
Having considered it he had reluctantly 
come to the conclusion that it did not in 
fact carry out either what: was promised 
or what those entitled to speak for the 
voluntary schools had a right to ask 
for. The question was raised at the 
conference to which allusion had been 
made, not merely on the question of 
revenue and on two or three other points 
in the purview of the Welsh Council, in 
order that they might be dealt with by 
the Board of Education: it was raised 
on a much broader ground, as was shown 
by the Amendment moved by Mr. Lewis 
Morgan which was drawn up in the 
widest possible language. That Amend- 
ment read as follows— 

“Tn case any appeal should be made by the 
trustees and managers of the non-provided 
schools against any decision or act of the local 
education authority, such appeal should be te 
the Board of Education and not to the 
Council.” 

If anything securing that had been 
expressed in the Government Amendment 
there would have been no reason why he 
should have persevered, as an alternative, 
with the Amendment which he had placed 
upon the Paper. But one became a 
little doubtful, not of the good faith of 
the right hon. Gentleman, but of the 
success with which he carried out his 
intention when he said that this Amend- 
ment was the only possible way of com- 
mending the proposals of the conference 
to all schools of religious thought in 
Wales. He submitted that his Amend- 
ment did secure everything that was 
asked for by the Amendment of Mr. Lewis 
Morga” at the conference. He with great 
respect pointed out to the right hon. 
Gentleman that unless the Amendment. 
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did categorically state that all denomina- | all in these matters. 
tional questions were to be excluded from | very considerable concession. It meant 
the jurisdiction of the Council there that whenever denominational rights 
would be no satisfaction at all so far as came into conflict with the county 
the voluntary schools were concerned. councils of Wales, this body, which re- 
Untilsome more explicit explanation was presented the county councils, would 
given he maintained that the Amend- not be called upon to adjudicate, but the 
ment which he had put down was more Board of Education would adjudicate 
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Surely that was a 


likely to secure the results they desired. exactly as it did in England. Fe 
thought the hon. and learned Men- 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said he thought ber for the Walton Division of Liver- 
there was no difference so far as inten- pool would admit that the Government 
tion was concerned between the hon. had covered in this Amendment all the 
Member for the Walton division and | points that he had raised. As regardec| 
himself. The hon. Member had called the suggestion that there should be an 
attention to the amendment moved by appeal to the Board of Education, the 
Mr. Lewis Morgan at the conference,| Government thought that upon the 
but he thought the clause as he had real whole the appeals should go to the 
it to the Committee embodied the pro- Minister who was responsible to the House 
posals of that amendment. Ifit didnot he of Commons. The hon. and learned 
would certainly be prepared upon Report Gentleman was concerned about the 
to agree to any Amendment which would , points that w ould arise under Section 5. 
carry out that pledge. The noble Lord’s | Under that section the question was one 
proposal was that in case any appeal were | concerning new schools to be built, which 
allowed under the Bill of 1906 it should |came under the conditions of Clause 4. 
be to the Board of Education, and not to | Supposing there was no National Council, 
the National Council. He thought sub-|the county councils in Wales would 
section (a) of the Amendment he had pro- |decide in the first instance whether 
duced meant that. Therefore it seemed to | they would allow them. If they did not 
him that they had carried out the pledge |allow them there was no appeal to the 
given at the conference. The right hon. | Board of Education provided by the Bill. 





Baronet the Member for the Oxford Uni- | 


versity had raised the question of the regu- 
lation of State-aided schools. He quite 
admitted that that was so controversial a 
question that they could not expect the 
representatives of the voluntary schools 
to have perfect confidence in the National | 
Council. The hon. and learned Gentleman 
had asked whether this meant that they 
were going to have a separate Code for 
the State-aided schools. He should cer- 
tainly think not. He should say that the 
Board of Education would examine these 
special schools according to the same 
standards as were applicable to all the 
other schools in Wales. All that was 
wanted was that they should be tested 
fairly according to the same standards 
as were applicable to all other schools 
in the country. ‘The hon. Baronet 
the Member for the University of 
Oxford had admitted that the Govern- 
ment were making a very considerable 
concession in this Amendment. All the 
appeals under Sections 2, 3, 4, and 33 
must go straight to the Board of Educa- 
tion. The Council would not intervene at 


At the present moment there was no 
appeal ; but if eventually on the Report 
stage or elsewhere an appeal was inserte:l 
‘it would go to the Board of Education 
rand not to the National Council, 
|that really these cases were coverel 
by the words he had read out to the 
| Committee. 


So 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR was sure the 
President of the Board of Trade was 
doing his best to redeem the various 
pledges that at different times he had 
given, but the right hon. Gentle. 
man made a profound mistake if 
he thought that he had convinced the 
Committee that he and his friends had 
got out of the extraordinary and un- 
necessary difficulty into which they had 
plunged themselves. The Committee 
were now in a state of hopeless confusion. 
The right hon. Gentleman had added to 
the confusion by the statement he had 
just made. He had now stated that the 
State-aided schools were not to be under 
the;new Minister for Education in Wales, 
but were to be under the Education 
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Department in England. The unfortu- 
nate Minister for Education in England, as 
distinguished from Wales, would have to 
administer, in the first place, the English 
schools under the English Code. He 
believed there was one happy moment 
when the right hon. Gentleman cherished 


the illusion that he had got rid of Wales | 
But he had had. a rude | 


altogether. 
awakening, for he had discovered that 
there must be an appeal on all these 
religious and controversial topics from 
the Welsh authority, not to the Welsh 
Education Minister, but to the English 
Education Minister. They were to 
have two education authorities not 
divided by any clear and rational line. 
That was an extraordinary and anoma- 
lous position. Moreover, the State-aided 
schools in Wales were to be taken out of 
t 
to be administered by the 
Education Minister under a code which 
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best they could get. 
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interfere with an ancient constitution 


like the Welsh constitution without 
getting into a hopeless muddle. The 
Government had got themselves into a 


hopeless muddle. The Nemesis was 
inevitable, but it had been speedy. The 


President of the Board of Trade unfolded 
his scheme at four o’clock and each 
succeeding half-hour had added to the 
mess in which they found themselves. 
The Committee were now approaching the 
hour at which, by a most happy foresight, 
the Government had contrived a method 
to get them out of the difficulty, and 
nothing less would do it. The solution 
was only a temporary one; it was the 
If they could not 


answer a question, if they could not meet 
'an argument, if their scheme, even by 


he Welsh educational system, and were | 
English 


he had not authorised, and for which his | 
Department was not responsible, and | 


about which his Department was com- | 
ithe House would have an opportunity 


pletely ignorant. That 


Ss itisfactory. 


was not very 


That seemed to him to be | 


confused system and he did not think | 
it would be a pleasant system for the | 


Education Minister for England. The 
unhappy Minister for Welsh Education, 
who was to get no salary, but was 
privileged to lose his seat upon election, 
might be brought into conflict, not with 


one isolated local education authority, | 


but with a body representing Wales in 
its unity, Wales as a nation. By statute 
he was required to control them. Had 
he the power of mandamus and would 
that power be of any use if he had it ¢ 
There was no machinery provided for 
this purpose. Had the right hon. Gentle- 
man in his waistcoat pocket manuscript 
Amendments which would instruct the 
Committee as to how this unfortunate 
Minister, responsible for education in 
Wales, was to come down to this House 
ond answer for that great national 
assembly which it was his statutory, 
hut unpaid, duty to control? Surely 
it was slowly dawning on the Government 
that they could not in twenty minutes 
knock up a new constitution, even for 
Wales. Those in charge of the Bill 
could not in this casual way, without 
consulting their colleagues and without 
putting Amendments on the Paper, 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 





its own supporters, was regarded as a 
hopeless tangle [‘‘Oh”’J, the guillotine 
was the only solution. 


Str E. CARSON asked the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he intended 
to propose any Amendment by which 


of considering the distribution of powers 
and duties contemplated in sub-section (4) 
of the clause. He suggested that some 
alleviation of the strain might be made 
if the right hon. Gentleman would put 
in a provision that any such distribution 
should lie upon the Table of the 
House and not become law until the 
House passed it. That was simply 
asking that these matters should not be 
entirely withdrawn from the cognisance 


of the House. That would — hold 
out some hope as to their being able 
to come to a conclusion as to what 


were to be the functions of the three 
different departments which were to 
administer one subject matter. Hon. 
Members might then have some oppor- 
tunity of coming to a conclusion as to 
whether they were really carrying out 
the wishes of the House or not. If 
the matter was left as it stood at present 
all he could say was that, so far as the 
House was concerned in the absence of 
such a provision, they were simply 
passing a farrago of nonsense. 


Lorp R. CECIL said that sub-section 
(7) provided that — 

“ An Order in Council made for the purposes 
of this section may be varied or revoked by any 
subsequent Order so made.” 
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The result was that it would be en- 
tirely in the option of the Government 
to make any Order they liked whether in 
accordance with the Amendment of the 
right hon. Gentleman or not. He could 
not think that the Government really 
intended that. He suggested that the 
eighth sub-section must be amended in 
order to give Parliament some control over 
the grants. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the noble 
Lord’s objection was met by the provi- 
sion in sub-section (8) whch required 
that— 

“The draft of any Order in Council pro- 
posed to be made under this section shall be 
laid before each House of Parliament for not 
less thin four weeks during which that House 
is sitting before it is submitted to His Majesty 
in Council.” 


Sir E. CARSON : Would the right hon. 
Gentleman say what opportunity the 
House would have of discussing the 
Order ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the House 
would have the same opportunity in this 
case as in the case of any other Order in 
Council which had to be laid before 
Parliament. In the absence of the 
Leader of the Opposition they were 
getting on admirably, because the debate 
was conducted by men who knew some- 
thing about it. He did not think the 
tight hon. Gentleman cared whether 
concessions were made or not. The 
Government had been making a real and 
serious effort to meet the criticisms and to 
allay the apprehensions of his own 
countrymen who did not happen to agree 
with him on certain points. They had 
gone very far in attempting to meet them. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman came in, 
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and without having followed the course of 
the debate at all, without having the 
slightest notion of what concessions had 
been made, he denounced the Covern- 
ment, not for the clause, but for the con- 
cessions which they had made. He did 
not know that in making that speech he 
was ridiculing an Amendment put upon 
the Paper by one of his ablest supporters. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) 
said he could not commend to the taste 
and judgment of the House the words of 
the right hon. Gentleman. (Interrup- 
tion.) 


THe CHAIRMAN appealed to members 
on the Ministerial side to allow the right 
hon. Gentleman to be heard. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
if any had listened to the 
debate he would not have placed the 
brand of ignorance of the subject upon 
his right hon. friend. They had had this 
question discussed, and members of the 
Government had been unable time after 
time, even after consultation one with 
another, to give the slightest enlighten- 
ment in regard to the clause which they 
had themselves introduced. He re- 
pudiated and he believed the country 
would repudiate, the discourteous ex- 
pressions imputing to his right hon. 
friend ignorance of a subject of which he 
was a past master, and upon which the 
President of the Board of Trade had a 
vast amount to learn. 


stranger 


Question put, “ That those words be 
there inserted.” 


The Committee divided: Ayes 587, 
Noes 105. (Division List No. 226.) 


AYES. 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adxins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 

Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 





Barlow, John E nmott(So nerset 
Barlow, Perey (Bedford) 
Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowlaad Hirst 

Beale. W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Beall, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, SirJ. Williams(Devonp’rt 
Bean, W. (T’wrHanlets,S.Geo 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bathell, J. H. (Essex, Romford 
Bothell, fT. R. (Essex, Mudoa) 


Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Alexander Wm. (Ba..st) 
Black, Arthur W. (Bedfordshire 
Boland, John 

Bolton, T. D. (Derbyshire, N. E. 
Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

B-ooke, Stopford 
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Bryce, Rt.Hn.James(Akerdeen | 


Bryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hn. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill. Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen(Renfrew,W.) 
Cobbold. Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWim.J.(S.Pancras,W 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C.H. (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. §. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalmeny. Lord 

Dalziel. James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies. Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, §.) 
Dewar. John A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dickinson. W.H.(St.Pancras.N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards. Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
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Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Field, William 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Wugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir Edward 
Grove, Archibald 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Hardie, J. K. (Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hardy. George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth. Cecil B. (Worc’r) 
Harmsworth, R.L.(Caithn’ss-sh 
Harvey, A, G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwcod, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry. Charles 8. 

Herbert, Colone! Ivor (Mon. 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hedge, John 

Hogan. Michael 

Holden, E. Hoy kinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope JohnDeens(Fife, West; 
Hope, W. Bateman(Scmerset,N 
Horniman, Enislie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jackson, R,8. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Sir D. B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire} 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley. Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G(Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 
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Lamont, Norman 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W., 
‘| Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
; Lehmann, R. C. 
| Lever, A. Levy( Essex, Harwich 
| Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon.' David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
Lupton, Arnold 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M (Falkirk B’ghs* 
Maclean, Donald 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, s. 
M‘Arthur, William 
M’Callum, John M. 
MCrae, George 
M‘Hugh, Patrick a. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford,tW. 
M‘Micking, Major CG. 
Maddison, Frederick 
Mallet, Charles E. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants: 
Marnham, F. J. 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 
Meagher, Michael 
Meehan, Patrick A. 
Menzies, Walter 
Micklem, Nathanic: 
Molteno, Percy Alport 
Mond, A 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montagu, E.S8. 
Montg: mery. H. C. 
Mooney, J. J. 
Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 
Morse, L. L. 
Mortcr. Alpleus 
Murphy, John 
Murray, James 
Myer, Horatio 
Nannetti, Joseph ©- 
Napier, T. P. 
Newnes. F. (Notts. Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncast’r} 
Nolan, Joseph 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil Willian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 
O’Brien, K. (‘Tipperary Mid.} 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.: 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
| O’Donnell,’C. J. (Walworth: 
| Q’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
| O'Dowd, John 
| O'Hare, Patrick 
| O'Malley, William 
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O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

0’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Pearson, W. H. M.(Suffolk, Eye) 
Perks, Robert William 

Philipps, Col. Ivor(S’thampton 
Philipps Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk, E 
Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Szarboro’) 
Redmond, John KE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
4203, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Richards, T. F.(Wolverhampt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Comptoa 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Chas. H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E( Dundee) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 


Acland-Hood, Rt. HnSir AlexF, 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Ashley, W. W. 

Aubrey-Fletch>r, Rt. Ha.Sir H 
Balearres, Lord =; } 

Buldwin, Alfred 

Balfoar,Rt. Hn AS/City Lond.) 
Balfour, Capt, C.B. (Hornsey) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Wincester) 
Birrie, H. T. (Loadoaderry, N. 
Bach, Ha. Michael Hugh H. 
Beckett, Hon. Gorvase 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

dowles, G. Stewart 

Bridgaman, W. Clive 
Beotharton, Edward Allen 

Bull, Sir William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Batcher, Samuel Henry 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt.sHn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cave, George ; 
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| Runciman, Walter 





| Strachey, Sir Edward 
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Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 

Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Sir C. E. (Manchester 
Scott, A. H.(Ashton underLyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seddon, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stan'ey, H1 A. Lyulph (Chesh.) | 
Steadman, W. C. | 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 


Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Su'livan, Donal 
Summerbel!, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, TheodoreC. (Radcliffe) | 
Tennant, Sir Edw. (Salisbury) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. | 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. | 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) | 
Thomasson, Franklin | 
Thompson, J.WH(Somerset, E. | 
Thorne, William 
Tomkinson, James 


NOES. 


Cavendish, Rt. Hn. VictorC.W. 
Secil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cocil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Coates, E. Feetham’ Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, A. Cam2roa (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Dowa, North) 
Courthop>, G. Loyd 

Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S. 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Ha. A. Akers 

Da Cros, Harvey 

Duncan, R. (Lanark, Govan) 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Faber, Capt. W. V (Hants., W.) 
Fardell, Sir ‘1. Georze 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J.S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 
Gibbs, G. A (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamiton,}Marquess of 
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Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, J. (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (Y ork, E.R.) 


| White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 


Wiles, Thomas 


| Wilkie, Alexander 

| Williawns, J. (Glamorgan) 
| Williams, L. (Carmarthen) 
| Williamson, A. 


Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 


| Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
| Winfrey, R. 


Wodehouse, Lord( Norfolk, Mid) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouss, SirJT.( Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 


| TELLERS FoR THE jAYEs—Mr. 


Whiteley and Mr. J. A. Pease. 


Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F. W.F(BurySEdm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clemeat (Shrewsbury) 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) 
Hills, J. W. 

Horaby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kennaway, Rt Nn. Sir John H. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir H. Seymour (Hull) 
Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Lane-Fox, G. R. ‘ 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Liddell, Heary 

Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Ha. Walter (DublinS 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hn. Alfred 


| Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


Magnus, Sir Philip 


; Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
; Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
' Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield) 


Nield, Herbert 
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Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend | 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herb¢rt Pike(Darlington) | 
Percy, Ear] | 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne | 
Remnant, Jas. Farquharson | 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall | 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


And, it being after half-past Ten of the 
clock, the Chairman proceeded, pursuant 


to the Order of the House 


June, to put forthwith the 
necessary to dispose of Clause 37 :— 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Agnew, George William 
Alden, Percy 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asquith, Rt. Hn Herb. Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,'Joseph A. (Finsbury, FE.) 
Balfour. Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow, John E. (Somerset) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnes, G. N. 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beale, W. P. 
Beauchamp. E. 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bell. Richard 
Bellairs, Carlyon 
Benn,Sir J. Williams (Dev np’rt 
3enn, W. (T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo 
serridge, T. H. D. 
Bertram, Julius 
Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Alexander Wm. (Banff) 
Black, A. W. (Bedfordshire) 
Boland, John 
3olton, T. D. (Derbyshire, N.E 
Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Branch, James 
Brigg, John 
Bright, J. A. 
Brocklehurst, W. b. 
Brodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Bryce, Rt. Hn. Jas. (Aberdeen) 
Bryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
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Smith, F. E.(Liverpcol, Walton 
Smith, Hon.W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf’dUniv 
Thomson, W.Mitchell-(Lanark 


| Turnour, Viscount 


Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C.E. Howard 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 





of the 18th 
Question 





Noes 107. 


AYES. 


Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat. W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. HnSydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard K. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Flynes, J. R. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, Sir Wm.J.(S.P’ner s, W 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,CH(Sussex,E.Grinst’d) 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox. Harold 

Craig, Herb. J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalmeny, Lord 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 

Devlin, Chas. Ramsay (Galway 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dickinson, W. H. (St.Pancras, 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
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Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George : 


FOR THE Nors— 


Lord Robert Cecil and Mr, 
Rawlinson, 


Question put, “That Clause 37, as 
amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


The Committee divided; Aves 395, 
(Division List No. 


997 ) 


eal. 


Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hn. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Field, William 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace! 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Rt. Hn. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher? 
Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert u. 
Glover, Thomas 

Geddard, Daniel Ford 
Gooch, Geroge Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hn. Sir Edward 
Grove, Archibald 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton" 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 


. Hardie, J. Keir(Merthyr Tydvil 


Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worc’r 
Harmsworth, R.L (Caithn’ss-sh 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, Jas. (Derbyshire) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 
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the Chairman do report Progress ; and 
ask leave to sit again’—(Mr. Birrell), 
pr, and agreed to. 

sit 


Committee report Progress; to 


again To-morrow. 


RUTHERGLEN BURGH ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL (By ORDER). 
Mr. MENZIES (Lanarkshire, 8S.) moved 


to refer the Bill to a Joint Committee of | 


Lords and Commons. Section 9 of the 
Private Legislation Procedure Act gave 
this House the power of intervention in 


| not taken advantage to any great ex- 
tent of the power given under the Act. 
Only in two cases had an appeal been 
granted, and it had only been granted 
on good ground and for proper reason. 
He trusted that he would shew that 
there was good reason in this matter, 
and that the House would send _ this 
Order for reconsideration upstairs. 
To send four men up to Scotland to a 
district of which they knew nothing, to 
| hear a case about which they were abso- 
lutely ignorant, wascertainly not a step 
in the direction of Home Rule. He had 
no fault whatever to find with the Com- 
paar which was sent to Scotland to 














129 
hear the views of the promoters of this 
Bill. He believed in the good faith and 
impartiality of those Commissioners. 
They sat for sixteen days listening to 
evidence, and there was one tramway 
Bill which occupied their attention for 
five whole days. In this case the Com- 
mission had to consider the application 
of a small and unimportant borough 
containing about 340 acres—l00 of 
which were not built upon—to annex 
an adjoining area of some 1,300 acres. 
It was stated before the Commission en- 
tirely erroneously and without the 
slightest foundation that the inhebitants 
of the portion proposed to be annexed 
had the right to vote in the municipality 
itself. That was an entirely misleading 
and malicious statement. He had _ re- 
sided in that ancient and Royal burgh 
for seven years in the very area which it 
was now proposed to annex and he had 
never had a vote for that municipality. 
What was more he had never been 
asked to vote. He hoped the  sup- 
porters of this Bill would either sub- 
stantiate that statement or withdraw 
it. This was not the first attempt made 
by this burgh to annex other areas. 
After seven years agitation they had at 
last found a Commission which was will- 
ing to allow them to annex these outside 
areas. In England he understood that 
one borough could not annex the sur- 
rounding areas without the consent of 
the inhabitants, but in this case it was 
proposed to annex 1,300 acres entirely 
against the wishes of the majority of 
the people living in the area concerned. 
Fully 70 per cent. of the electors in the 
area affected had petitioned this House 
against annexation. He thought that 
fact alone ought to be _ sufficient 
to induce this House to send the Bill 
upstairs to be re-heard before a Joint 
Committee of Lords and Commons. He 
appealed to the front Ministerial Bench 
not to allow this Order to be confirmed 
without a re-hearing of the case, because 
if they did they would be setting 
up a precedent of the utmost importance. 
If they passed this Bill, what was 
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there to hinder Glasgow and _ other 
large cities and towns from annex- 


ing the surrounding areas against the 
wishes of the inhabitants? At the 
present time those living in the area 
which it was proposed to annex 
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were paying rates only at the rate of 
about 7s., whilst in the area that was 
promoting this Bill the rates were about 
15s. He knew this old burgh very 
well, having lived for thirty years in its 
immediate vicinity. What had the muni- 
cipality of Rutherglen done? They had 
sent round a statement saying that they 
had not control even over their own 
cemetery. The county provided them 
with police, the Corporation of Glasgow 
treated their sewage, and he did not 
know what the Corporation of Rutherglen 
had to do with that ancient and Royal 
burgh except to manage the scavenging. 


*Mr. R. BALFOUR (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) said his hon. friend had referred 
to the question of the cemetery. He had 
lived in acountry where oneof the features 
was that there was nocemetery, but he did 
not think that was a point they need dwell 
upon at all. This burgh proposed to 
absorb two square miles, and the ques- 
tion was whether that was not more than 
was reasonable or necessary from the 
point of view of the early prospective 
growth of the town. It was stated that 
the inhabitants of this area objected to 
being absorbed, and it seemed to him 
that a more complete opportunity should 
be given to them to state their case. All 
that was proposed to-night was that the 
matter should be referred to a Joint 
Committee in order that they should have 
a full opportunity of stating their case. 
It might be argued that it would throw 
discredit on the Commission to take that 
course, but he submitted that it was 
more important that opportunity should 
be given for proving that an injustice 
would not be done to the county 
of Lanark by the arrangement pro- 
posed. It was true that burghs were 
entitled to extend their boundaries, but 
counties had rights which ought also to 
be regarded. The point to be considered 
was whether justice was being done by 
this Bill. He had much pleasure in 
seconding the Motion. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be referred to a Joimt 
Committee of Lords and (€ »mmons.— 
(Mr. Menzies.) 


*Mr. RAINY (Kilmarnock Burghs) said 
that this matter came before the House in 
E 
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the form of a proposition for the extension | 


of a burgh, and the Committee on Bills 
decided that the question ought to be 
dealt with by a Commission in Scotland. 
He asked the House whether, in express- 
ing their opinion on this particular ques- 
tion, they were going to reverse the policy 
which had been laid down by the House, 
that matters of this kind were to be 
settled in Scotland on the spot, because 
a decision had been come to in this case 
which was not accepted by one of the 
parties to the dispute. Not only did 
those who opposed the Provisional Order 


impugn the procedure of the Court, but’ 


they deliberately attacked the constitu- 
tion of the Commission which was sent 
down to inquire. The Commission, 
with the help of the best counsel on both 
sides, brought out every fact material 
to a decision, and since then no new fact 
had arisen, and yet these gentlemen 
were said to be incapable of dealing with 
the case put before them. He had been 
looking into the record of what had been 
done with regard to cases of this kind. 
On June 15th, 1901, the present Lord- 
Advocate, referring to this kind of proce- 
dure, said that unless there was some 
material new fact adduced, or substantial 
injustice had been done, or unless there 
was fault in the procedure, there ought 
to be no re-hearing on the floor of the 
House of Commons. The Chancellor of 
the Duchy of Lancaster, Lord Balfour 
of Burleigh, formerly Secretary for 
Scotland, and Lord Tweedmouth, had 
also expressed themselves in a similar 
manner. Seeing that no new facts had 
been adduced, that there was no allega- 
tion of substantial injustice, and that 


there was no allegation of improper pro-| 


cedure he supported the Provisional 
Order. 


Mr. MITCHELL-THOMSON (Lanark- 
shire, N.W.) said that he entirely agreed 
with the hon. Member who had moved 
the Resolution, and those who supported 
him, in not impugning the zeal or capa- 
bility of the Committee which had con- 
sidered this Bill under the Private Bills 
Procedure Act for Scotland, but what he 
wanted to emphasise was that their 
decision was against the procedure pro- 
vided for in the Act. It should not be 
contended that, because appeals were 
infrequent, they should not be allowed. 

Mr. Rainy. 
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Reference had been made to Lord Bal- 
four of Burleigh. When that noble 
Lord was Secretary for Scotland, he 
presumably expounded the intentions 
of the Government of the day in passing 
the Private Bills Procedure Act: and 
he pointed out that there might be two 
dangers attaching to the working of the 
Act, viz., that if the right of appeal 
was unduly restricted, or was made un- 
duly lax, they would make the Act a 
nullity ; that was why the clause in 
its present form was inserted as to 
an appeal to Westminster. The clause 
was supported by Lord Dunedin who 
was then Lord - Advocate; while the 
present Lord - Advocate had admitted 
that there was a right of appeal when 
new facts had emerged. In this par- 
ticular case what they alleged was that 
an appeal should be granted on the 
grounds of essential error; that the 


‘decision was contrary to public policy, 


and that new facts had emerged. In re- 
gard to the first there was essential 
error in regard to the ancient rights 
of the people who resided within the 
boundaries of the burgh, and had rights 
as to voting in elections for members of 
the municipality. The object of the 
Bill it was said was really to end an 
anomaly, and to unite the Parliamentary 
and the police boundaries of the burgh. 
The reply to that was that there was not 
ananomaly, and that the proposal in the 
Bill would not put an end to it, if it 
existed. There were many burghs in 
Scotland in which the Parliamentary 
and police boundaries were not co- 
incident—such as Arbroath, Avr, Camp- 


belton, Dysart, St. Andrews, etc. He 
had not been able to discover any 


rural part in Scotland in which these 
boundaries were coincident. The real 
fact of the matter was that this Royalty 
argument proved too much, because if 
the House were going to say that a burgh 
such as Rutherglen was entitled to hold 
Royalty privileges, they were going to 
involve themselves in a difficulty not 
only in the case of this municipality, 
but in the case of other municipalities. 
The area of Rutherglen formed a large 
portion of the ground upon which Glasgow 
stood, and if the House was going to 
insist upon the Royalty rights being 
maintained they would get into an 
impasse. As a matter of fact the Royalty 
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argument had nothing to do with the 
matter, because the real rents of the land 
were ungathered. In this particular in- 
stance of Rutherglen the rents amounted 
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to £1 13s. 94d. per annum, and therefore 


the sum at stake on the part of the 
Exchequer was not a large one. The 


Parliamentary are1 had nothing whatever | 


to do with the matter. The House would 
therefore see that the contention that 
by this Bill these areas were to be handed 
over could not be defended when the 
facts were looked into. The Bill would 
not unite the municipal and the police 
areas, nor would it unite the Parliamentary 
area. The burgh would include a number 
of areas which were outside the Royalty 
area or the Parliamentary area. He 
thought the contention put forward in 
support of the Bill was unfounded and 
ought never to have been put before 
the Commissioners or the House. He 
came to the second peg upon which 
they were hanging their case, and that 
was that this decision was contrary 
to public policy. The Court of Session 
in Scotland and the House of Lords 
had decided that there was no ground 


for the suggestions which were put 
before the House on behalf of the 
burgh in this case. Moreover, it was 


admitted that the conditions which were 
required in every case of extension under 
the Public General Statutes were not 
present in this case. There was not such 
a density in regard to population as 
required this change; there was no 
unanimous consent on the part of the 
inhabitants who were affected, and there 
was no allegation that the area had been 
mal-administered under the county coun- 
el. Under the county administration 
in Scotland there were special areas in 
regard to drainage, and lighting the 
charges for which fell upon the county 
council who had to administer these 
matters. According to his experience 
these bodies did their work in an admirable 
manner, but the boundaries fixed by 
this Bill would play havoc with those 
drainage and lighting boundaries and 
leave odd corners undealt with. The 
House would hardly believe that under 
the Bill the boundary could be so drawn 


in such a way that in the case of a large, 


number of houses a man’s kitchen might 
be in Glasgow and his sitting room in 
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‘Rutherglen. Moreover, the road through 
the district followed a tortuous course and 
in consequence at one place it would be in 
Glasgow and at another in Rutherglen. 
At other places the boundary resolved 
‘itself into a question of vulgar fractions. 
These boundaries were never considered 
by the Commissioners at all. Asa matter 
‘of fact the promoters dropped a portion 
lof their scheme, and as the inquiry only 
\lasted seven hours the other side were 
\unable to produce witnesses to deal with 
this new state of things. The matter 
|was one for an expert surveyor to decide, 
and any such extension of the area 
should be accepted by the inhabitants. 
‘But the inhabitants had been inactive 
in the matter. They did not appear 
before the Commissioners, and if they 
had done so the Commissioners would 
not have come to the conclusion 
which they did. As to the reason 
'why they did not appear, he could 
only say that they had heard the cry of 
“wolf, wolf” so often before and they 
had had in the past to put their hands in 
their pockets to keep the wolf from the 
door so often, that in this case they 
thought the proposal, being more 
audacious than usual, must fail as 
they had defeated the other proposals. 
It might not be a sternly logical 
attitude, but it was a very common and 
human one. He asked the House to 
realise that in this matter the question 
of consent had only emerged since 
the decision had been given in the 
inquiry. The fact which had only 
emerged since this inquiry that the in- 
habitants were dissenting parties to the 
agreement was one which he submitted 
ought to have great weight with the 
House. The only person who spoke 
in favour of these citizens’ assent was an 
estimable gentleman who pointed out 
‘that the reason he was in favour of the 
Order was that he was a feuar outside 
the area at the time ; that under his con- 
‘tract he had to make private roads; that 
he did not make private roads very well, 
‘so he went to the county council and 
asked them to take over the roads, and 
‘they said they were not in favour of 
giving something for nothing and would 
not do it. He then went to the 
‘borough councils and they consented 
|to take over the roads. This gentleman 
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and a few like him were the only con- 
senting persons, and the fact that there 
had been these petitions from people dis- 
senting ought to be taken strict notice 
of in this House. He had tried to put 
before the House what, so far as his in- 
formation went, were the real facts of 
the case, and he made an earnest appeal 
to Members to consider whether this was 
not one of those exceptional cases pro- 
vided for by the Act of 189 


Rutherglen Burgh Order 


Mr. EUGENE WASON (Clackmannan 
and Kinross) hoped the House would 
not listen to the proposal which had 
been made to send this Bill to 
another tribunal. So far as the county 
council was concerned, nobody pretended 
that their case had not been put fully 
before the Commissioners and very ably 
argued. The Commissioners having had 
all the facts before them and having come 
to a unanimous decision upon the sub- 
ject, this House, he submitted, ought not 
in the absence of any new facts—and he 
contended that no new facts had been 
adduced—send this Bill before another 
tribunal He submitted that there had 
Seen no injustice done in this matter. 


* Mr. CLAUDE HA1)(pnorediten, Hox- 
ton) said that during this discussion 
no reference had been made to what 
ought to guide those who were not 
Scotsmen in this matter, and who 
were not conversant with the Private 
Bill Procedure of Scotland. The House 
had had the inestimable advantage 
of guidance upon this question from 
the Deputy-Speaker, who had written a 
letter which had been sent to hon. Mem- 
bers. That document contained the 
chief and subsidiary reasons why the 
House should pass this Motion. They 
had been told that this was not a case 
in which the power of appeal should be 
exercised. The document to which he 
referred clearly stated that this was one 
of those matters which ought to be 
referred to the Joint Committee to be 
reheard. If they rejected this Motion 
they would be encouraging small local 
areas to dictate to larger areas. [Cries 


of “ Agreed.”’] Hon. Members opposite | 


cried ‘“‘ agreed,” but when it happened 
to be a matter in which Manchester was 


affected they had to listen to the dis- 
Mr. Mitchell-Thompson. 
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matter in which the rights of Scotsmen 
were concerned, hon. Members opposite 
wanted to go to bed. He approached 
this subject with no local bias, but 
purely because it affected the primary 
right of a large population which sought 
to keep within its own area certain 


valuable rateable property which a 
greedy burgh for its own selfish 


purposes wished to absorb. For those 
reasons he hoped the Bill would be 
referred to the Joint Committee. The 
mover of this Resolution had told them 
how he had been deprived of a vote for 


this burgh, and indicated that the 
reasoh was inefficient administration. 


If they wished that the real desires of the 
population in these areas should be 
ascertained they ought not simply to rely 
upon the Scottish private Bill procedure, 
but the inhabitants should be given a 
full right of appeal to Parliament. 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Stnciatr, Forfarshire) said he was 
very reluctant at this late hour to detain 
hon. Members. The House would no 
doubt recollect the genesis of the private 
Bill procedure for Scotland. The in- 
creasing volume of Scottish private busi- 
ness made it more and more difficult to find 
the necessary time for the proper examin- 
ation of that business in Parliament, and 
there was also the conviction that mn 
matters purely local it might be possible 
for the localities to come to a decision 
themselves. It was thought highly de- 
sirable that they should find some simpler 
and more economical method of procedure 
than bringing down witnesses to West- 
minster and going through all the elabor- 
ate machinery of a Parliamentary inquiry. 
Consequently the Act of 1899 was passed, 
and this year the necessity and advantage 
of such procedure must surely be as 
strongly felt as it was at the time of the 
passing of the Act. He thought their 
experience this year had shown that the 
system worked smoothly and successfully; 
there was no doubt that it had been a 
success. He thought it would be agreed 
that the keystone of the system was the 
local inquiry. Parliament had reserved 
the right of deciding whether there should 
be a rehearing of the case or not after the 
case had been heard before a local Com- 
mission, and it was that rehearing which 
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was now asked for by this Motion. One 
hon. Member had somewhat ignored the 
opportunity for this rehearing. He 
wished to point out that it was an integral 
part of the statute, and of the proceed- 
ings under the statute. At the same 
time the discretion of Parliament in the 
matter was a full discretion, and each 
case had to be decided upon its merits. 
There had only been three cases since 
the institution of this procedure in 
which a rehearing had been asked for. 
In one case the hon. Member who 
moved the Motion afterwards withdrew 
it; in the second case the decision of 
the local inquiry after rehearing was con- 
firmed, and the third case came before 
the Joint Committee and the local deci- 
sion was again confirmed. Not only the 
intention of the Act and the good work- 
ing of the system, but also the precedents 
bore out and supported the argument that 
a rehearing should only be given under 
special circumstances. The question 
was, Had a case been made out ‘or special 
circumstances? The Provisional Order 
promoted by the burgh of Rutherglen was 
examined by the Chairman of Committees 
of the House of Lords and it was then 
decided that this Provisional Order 
should be examined in Scotland by a 
Commission. It was passed by the 
County Council of Lanarkshire, who now 
requested that there should be a_re- 
hearing. He thought the case had been 
clearly and moderately stated by both 
sides, and no complaint could be made 
that this Motion was not a_ perfectly 
proper exercise of the right under the 
statute. He thought the discussion 
which had taken place must already have 
convinced hon. Members that this House 
was not a proper tribunal for the decision 


of such a question as this. The merits. 


of the case had been gone into at some 
length. If it was right and _ proper 
that the case should be reheard, 
the proper place for the rehearing 
was upstairs. He had made it his duty to 
do his best to arrive at an opinion upon 
the subject. Statements had been made 
throwing doubt upon the adequacy and 
thoroughness of the local inquiry which 
had been held, and various other objec- 
tions had been urged. He thought the 
matter, which was a single and simple 
issue, had had a thorough and fair 
hearing before the Commission. That 
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tribunal not only gave the case a fair 
hearing, but it arrived at a unanimous 
decision, and therefore he saw no reason 
for urging the House to support the hon. 
Member for South Lanarkshire in the 
Motion he had made. It was a matter 
which the Government left to the decision 
of the House. He had stated as clearly 
as he could the opinion at which he had 
arrived after giving the whole matter very 
careful consideration. 


Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.) said 
that, as the representative of a neighbour- 
ing constituency, he wished to say a word 
or two. The Secretary for Scotland had 
said the matter was to be left to the House 
to decide, but he had not expressed any 
very definite opinion upon th» question. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I spoke as_ the 
Minister in charge of this Bill, and | 
spoke for the Govern nent in regard to it. 
The Government decided that whilst they 
do not think the case ought to be re- 
heard, they would leive the matter to the 
House. 


Mr. COCHRANE said that meint that 
the Government expressed an opinion, 
but had not the courage to support it. 
They were getting used to thit kind of 
thing from the Government. 


Mr. SINCLAIR pointed out that in 
adopting this course they were following 
precisely the same course as that which 
was adopted by the late Government. 


Mr. COCHRANE said he did not wish 
to bandy words with the right hon. 
Gentleman. He happened to be one of 
those who gave the Scottish private Bill 
procedure his support. He thought many 
advantages were to be gained by that 
system, and therefore he was not in any 
way hostile, and he would not do anything 
that would in any way weaken the system. 
When the House legislated in this direc- 
tion they contemplated a iorm of appeal 
to a joint committee in cases where new 
facts could be adduced. He had listened 
to the debate with a perfectly open mind, 
and he ventured to say that a strong 
prima facie case had been made out for 
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further inquiry. 


had spoken were not the only ones who | ‘their contention. 
had expressed an opinion. 
Member for Mid Lanark had been most 
effectively muzzled in this Parliament, 
but he had written a letter of a most | 
convincing character in which he said— | 

“On the whole I think a clear case for re- 


hearing exists, and although not taking any 
part in the discussion in the House I wish you 


every success.” 


In the debate on the Arizona Copper 
Company Provisional Order the Chancellor | 
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Hon. Members who he thought there was a great deal in 


His hon. friend had 


The hon. | pointed out that it was proposed to set 
ip prop 


‘tion. 


‘up impossible boundaries. 
/was @ matter which required reconsidera- 
A material fact which was not 
brought before the Commission was that 
‘certain persons who were said to have 
‘municipal votes were not found on the 
register when the matter was inquired 


Surely that 


‘into. The ratepayers in the area pro- 


‘posed to be absorbed never dreamed 
ithat this Provisional Order would be 


of the Duchy of Lancaster said that what | granted. The district was well ad- 


the House did in 1899 was to maintain the 
practical supremacy of Parliament, and 
provision was made that in cases where 


| proposal. 


it could be shown that injustice had been | 


done Parliament should have the power | 
That was all | 


of making fresh inquiry. 
that was desired here. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark 
Barker, John 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 
Beauchamp, E. 

Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. | 
Caldwell, James | 


Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H.M. 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) | 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Coats, Sir T. Glen(Rentrew,W. ) 
Cochrane, Hon, Thos H. A. E. 





Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Alden, Percy 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Asquith, Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beale, W. P. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets, 8.Geo 
Bertram, Julius 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Billson, Alfred 
Black, Alexander Wm. (Banff) 
Black, Arthur W. (Bedfordshire 


Mr. 





Cochrane. 





The objectors 
said that they had not been adequately | 
represented before the Commission, and |202. 


AYES. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Dalrymple, Viscount 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helme, Norval Watson 


| Helmsley, Viscount 
| Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 


Hill, Henry Staveley (Statf’sh.) 
Hills, J. W. 


| Lamont, Norman 
| Lane-Fox, G. R. 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 


| Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 


Montagu E. 8. 
Murray, James 


NOES. 


Brace, William 

Brocklehurst, W. B 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hn. John 

Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Cairns, Thomas 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cleland, W. 

Clough, W. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 50 
(Division List No. 228.) 








‘ministered, and they desired an oppor: 
‘tunity of expressing their views on the 


Question put. 


3 Noes, 


O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Starkey, John R. 

Tennant,Sir Edward (Salisbury 
Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Watt, = Anderson 

Weir, James Galloway 

W itkie, Alexander 

Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Menzies and Mr. Mitchell- 


Thomson. 


Cogan. Denis J. 

Collins, SirWm.J.(S.Pancras,W 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,C. H (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cowan, W. H. 
Cox, Harold 
Craig, Herbert J. (T 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis, William (Eifion) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh) 
Dickinson, W. H.(St.Pancras,N 
Dolan, Chas. Joseph 


ynemou th) 
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Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in- Furness 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

Fuller, John Michael F. 

Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grove, Archibald 

Gulland, John W. 

Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Hope, W. Bateman (Somerset, N 
Horniman, Emslie John 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Jackson, R. $8. 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johason, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W. 
Leese, Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 
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Lyell, Charles Henry ' 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk Bg’hs | 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. | 
M‘Callum, John M. | 
M‘Crae, George | 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) | 
Maddison, Frederick 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Molteno, Percy Alport 
Mond, A. 
Montgomery, H. G. 
Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morse, L. L. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, F. (Notts. Bassetlaw) | 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncaster 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Hare, Patrick 

O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C.E.(Edinburgh,Central) 
Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n | 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 


| Taylor, Theodore C. ( 
| Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
| Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, E 


| Waterlow, 


| Williams, J. 
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Roe, Sir Thomas 
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| Rogers, F. E. Newman 


Rose, Charles Day 

| Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 


| Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 


Scott, A.H.( Ashton under Lyne 


| Seddon, J. 

| Seely, Major J. B. 

| Shackleton, David James 

| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 


| Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph 
| Strachey, Sir Edward 


Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 


| Stuart, James (Sunderland) 


Sullivan, Donal 


| Summerbell, T. 


Taylor, John W. (Durham) 


Radcliffe) 


Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 


| Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.) 


Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan? 
D. S. 

Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
(Glamorgan) 
Williams, Llewelyn(Carmarth’n 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
} Wilson, P. W. 
| Winfrey, R. 

| Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddersf’d 


(St. Pancras, S.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr 
Rainy and Mr. Crombie. 





Bill to be considered to-morrow. 


CROWN LANDS [RECOVERY OF 
CROWN RENTS]. 

Resolution reported, ‘‘ That it is ex- 
pedient that no proceedings shall be 
taken by or on behalf of the Crown for 
enforcing the payment of any quit 
rent or any other perpetual rent payable 
to the Crown in Ireland, or any arrears 
thereof, but within sixty years from 
the time when such rent was last re- 
ceived by or on behalf of the Crown, and 
that after such period the right of the 
Crown to the rent and arrears shall be 





extinguished in pursuance of any Act of 
the present Session to amend the Crown 
Lands Acts, 1829 to L804.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 


time.” 
Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) said he 
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thought that this Bill ought to take | 


the same rank as a local or private 
Bill. All other local and Private 
Bills were sent to a Committee of 
both Houses for examination and con- 
sideration, and any private individuals 


i 
| 


| 
| 


| 
| 
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Amendment proposed— 
*To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 


end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’”—(Mr. William 


| Rutherford). 


who thought they had a grievance in | 


connection with the proposals in the 


Bill were entitled to attend the Committee, | 


with the assistance of counsel and wit- 
nesses. 
made to that rule in the case of the 
Post Office Sites Bill? He wished to 
called special attention to Clause 11 in 
the Bill, by which it appeared to him 
that an attempt was being made on the 
part of a Government Department to 


take ‘an unusual and unfair advan- 
tage. The right hon. Gentleman the 


Postmaster-General had stated that this 
clause had been put in to carry out a 
bargain between the Post Office and 
certain individuals; but the Attorney- 
General had said that this particular 
clause was an attempt on the part 
of the Post Office authorities to make 
an exception to the general law of 
the land, and to obtain an advan- 
tage over certain landowners. He 
insisted that no Government had 
right 

private the _ Bill 


individual unless 


Why should an exception be |, 
to 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said he wished 
second the Motion of the hon. 


‘Member for the West Derby Division 


so admirably. 


oh,’ and “ Withdraw.”’] 


who had put his case 
He hoped that the House 
would not pass any measure of a depart- 
mental character of which the Minister 
in charge was absolutely ignorant. [‘* Oh, 
This Bill in- 
fringed on the rights of private citizens. 
For instance, it would empower the Post 


of Liverpool, 


| Office authorities to take the best parts 


of small freehold premises held by a 
shopkeeper and leave the lean bits to the 
shopkeeper. [“ Divide.”’} 


THe POSTMASTER - GENERAL 


i (Mr. SypNeEY Buxton, Tower Harlets, 


a | 
to take an advantage over a_ 


by which it was proposed to do so) 


was sent to the Committee upstairs 
for consideration. 
in reference to the question of pre- 
ference that all these Post Office Bills 
had been dealt with 
to the present one. 
trouble to look up all the Bills for the 
past sixteen years, and had found that, 
with the exception of a small clause in a 
Bill in 1904, there was nothing of the sort. 
It was on that account therefore that he 


in like manner | 


He had taken the | Lords and stating his case. 


took the strongest exception to this Bill | 
as an attempt to evade the ordinary law | 


of the land, and therefore he moved that 
it be read this day three months hence. 


| giving his views. 
1ey ee 9 
They had been told 


Poplar) said that the hon. Member had 
not followed the procedure on this Bill. 
The Bill was sent to a Committee upstairs 
and every person interested had had an 
opportunity of appearing before it and 
There had been no 
opposition to the Bill hitherto, but as it 
would go to the House of Lords anyone 
interested would have an opportunity of 
appearing before the Committee of the 
In regard 
to Clause 11 an exactly similar clause 
was in a Bill passed last year by the 
late Government. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 197 ; Noes, 
16. (Division List No. 229.) 


AYES. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George William 

Alden, Percy 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Mei. 


Mr. William Rutherford. 


Barker, John 


Beauchamp, E. 





Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isleot Wight | 


Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 


Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham 


Benn, W.(T’ w’rHamlets,5.Geo. 
Bertram, Julius 

Billson, Alfred 

Black, Alexander Wm. (Banff) 
Black, Arthur W.( Bedfordshire) 
Brace, William 

Brodie, H. C. 


| 
| 
)| 
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Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Cairns, Thomas 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Chance, Frederick William 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Corbett, C.H.(SussexE.Grinst’d | 
Cowan, W. H. 
Cox, Harold 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) | 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) | 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N | 
Dolan, Charles}Joseph 
Duckworth, James 
Duffy, William J. 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness | 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faver, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn | 
Glover, Thomas 

({xo0ch, George Peabody 
Gulland, John W. 

Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’d 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael | 
Hope, W. Bateman (SomersetN | 
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Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. | 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- | 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Forster, Henry William 


Main Question put, and agreed to. | 
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Horniman, Emslie John 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Jackson, R. S. 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul] 
Kilbride, Denis 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington 


| Levy, Maurice 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 


Lundon, W. 


| Lupton, Arnold 


Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 


| Macdonald, J.M. (FalkirkB’ghs 
| Macpherson, J. T. 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
M‘Callum, John M. 
M‘Crae, George 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 


| M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W-) 
| Maddison, Frederick 


Manfield, Harry (Northants? 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Menzies, Walter 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. S. 
Montgomery, H. G 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 


| Morse, L. L. 


Murray, James 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 


| Nicholls, George 


Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Hare, Patrick 

O'Malley, William 

O’ Mura, James 

O’Shee, James John 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paul, Herbert 


| Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 


Pirie, Duncan V. 
Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 


NOES. 
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Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E. 


| Radford, G. H. 
| Rainy, A. Holland 





Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts. Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, S. 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Ros>, Charles Day 

Runciman, Waltei 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Searisbrick, T. T. L. 

Scott, A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seddon, J. 
Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Summerbell, T. 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thompson, J.W.H.(Somerset, E 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Waterlow, D. 8. 

Watt, H. Anderson 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke ( York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wilkie, Alexander 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Paneras, 8.) 
Winfrey, R. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


| Hills, J. W. 


| Starkey, John R. 


| Turnour, Viscount 


Hamilton, Marquess of 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 


Hill, Henry Staveley (Statt’sh. 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Claude Hay and Mr. Watson 
Rutherford. 


Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 


Thomson, W. Mitchell- (Lanark) 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
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ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. CatpweLt (Lanarkshire, Mid.) 
in the Chair.] 


Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said that upon 
thisy clause he desired to ask a 
question of the Financial Secretary 


to the Treasury. When this Bill was 
before the House last year it was sought 
to impose certain duties, which were now 
in the Bill in a modified form, notably 
a tobacco duty, and the hon. Gentleman 
was a strenuous opponent to their being 
imposed. That was a very good reason 
why the clause now before the House 
should not be adopted, and he submitted 
to the House that now the hon. Gentle- 
man held a responsible position in the 
Government they had a right to have 
an adequate explanation from him as 
to why he had changed his mind and 
now asked the Committee to adopt a pro- 
posal which he so strenuously opposed 
in the past. 


Tur [FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.) said the hon. Member 
must be mistaken, because last year he 
did not speak upon this Bill at all. In 
1904 he moved the adjournment of the 
debate during the discussion of the 
Second Reading, but that was an excep- 
tional occasion. On that occasion he 
moved the adjournment on the ground 
that the duty on stripped tobacco was 
not applied also to the Isle of Man, 
end his Motion was lost. That was 
the only occasion, so far as he could 
remember, upon which he resisted this 
Bill. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause 3 agreed to. 
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Bill reported, without Amendment. To 
be read the third time to-morrow. 


Corruption Bill. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION 
BILL [Lorps]. 
As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), considered. 


Mr. RIDSDALE (Brighton) moved 


'to leave the word “corruptly” out of 
‘line 5 of the first clause. 
_know who was to determine what 


He wished to 
was 
corrupt and what was not corrupt. 
Would it be left to His Majesty’s judges ? 
They had recently had an example of 
the result of leaving it to the Judges to 
determine what was corrupt and what 
was not corrupt. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD, on 
a point of order, asked if the hon. Mem- 
ber was in order in casting such a reflec- 
tion upon the whole of His Majesty’s 
Judges ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
hon. Member has said anything which 
is out of order. 


Mr. RIDSDALE said he did not 
desire to make any reflection whatever 
upon the Judges, and he only mentioned 
them as an illustration. It was.a very 
difficult thing to determine what was 
corrupt, and consequently they ought to 
make it as clear as they possibly, could. 
To say that a person did a corrupt thing 
corruptly was simply so much tautology, 
and the effect of retaining this word in the 
clause would be to weaken the Bill. He 
was anxious that the Bill should hit all 
those things which were now corrupting 
commercial life. Methods of procedure 
were growing up which were highly 
detrimental to the good conduct of honest 
business. This kind of thinggwas going 
on in ever-increasing ratio every year. 
and the Bill was a_ well-intentioned 
effort to stop it. Before the Act could be 
put into operation informationjhad to be 
sworn, and the accused had the protection 
of the Vexatious Indictments Act. Be- 
sides this, the consent of the law officers 
of the Crown had to be obtained before the 
Act could be put into operation.”Those 
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who had had any experience in these|kind would be not in the prosecutions, 
matters knew how difficult it was to get|but in the stamping out of certain dis- 
the law officers of the Crown to move in|honest practices which were now con- 
the matter, and they had not forgotten | sidered the custom of the trade, but 


Prevention of Corruption Bill. 





the case of Mr. Whittaker Wright. There 
was, therefore, ample protection, and he 
hoped the House would consent to leave 
out this word “ corruptly.” 


Mr. BARRAN (Leeds, N.) said that 
the present Bill was weaker than the one 
introduced a few years ago dealing with 
the same subject. If it went through in 
its present form he thought it would be 
ineffective to stop some of the greatest 
evils which now existed in the commercia 
world. One of the greatest difficulties 
was the disloyalty and dishonesty of 
agents acting for principals. his 
affected not only the commercial 
but also the professional world, and it 
seemed to him that the Bill did not 
make it clear that those were criminal 
offences. He would give the House one 
illustration A great many secret com- 
missions were considered to be the custom 
of the trade, and it would be very diffi- 
cult to prove that these so-called customs 
of the trade were corrupt. Thev were 
only dealing with those who were agents 
of principals, and consequently  pro- 
miscuous tipping would not come in. 
Supposing they had a man acting as 
agent for a principal, and all the trade 
was within a comparatively narrow ring. 
Probably the whole of those from whom 
he bought were willing to give him a com- 
mission. That was a recognised custom 
of the trade, and it was not a question of 
one man giving the agent better terms 
than another. Why were they all 
ready to give the same terms? Because 
any new man coming into that trade 
found it impossible in such a narrow 
ring to get any trade unless he gave the 
same commission as the others. In < 
case like that it would be practically 
impossible to get a prosecution under the 
Act. That was a case which was con- 
stantly occurring in both the business 
and the professional world. It was a 
system which had grown considerably 
within the last twenty years, and it cut 
off an enormous amount of trade and 
handed it over to those firms who were 
willing to trade in a dishorest fashion. 
He wanted the Bill to be made stronger, 


because the great benefit of a Bill of this, 


|which ought to be made illegal and 
‘criminal. He hoped the Government 
would accept the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 5, to leave out the word 
‘corruptly.’ ”’—( Mr. Ridsdale.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘corruptly’ stand part of the Bill.” 


*THeE ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Joun Watton, Leeds, 8.) said that this 
| Bill had received several years of very 
icareful consideration. It was originally 
framed by Lord Russell of Killowen. His 
‘hon. friend the Member for North Leeds 
‘was quite right in saying that in its 
original form the words characteris- 
ing the offence were far more 
drastic, but Lord Russell of Killowen 
concluded that it would be quite im- 
possible in such a drastic form for 
it to command the sympathy of the 
tribunals called upon to administer it 
and also to command the sympathy of all 
classes of the community. The Bill 
underwent in consequence a_ large 
modification, and as it was now drawn 
it had, year after year, received a 
large measure of support and approval 
in both Houses of Parliament. It 
had passed through the House of Lords 
four times. It had passed through the 
Committee upstairs in the last Parlia- 
ment and this session, and both his hon. 
friends who had spoken had had oppor- 
tunities of using the arguments they 
had used to-night before the Committee 
upstairs, and that-Committee, neverthe- 
less, by a very large majority, decided 
to adhere to the measure in its present 
form. His hon. friend now proposed to 
leave out the word “corruptly.” He con- 
‘sidered that that word was absolutely 
essential. This was a criminal measure. It 
proposed to attach severe penalties to 
conduct which fell within its provisions, 
and therefore it was obvious that where 
they were turning a citizen into a criminal, 
and giving a criminal character to his 
conduct, they should be very careful in 
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the definition of the crime. There should 
be the element of criminality, or what 
the law called mens rea should be present 
in the person upon whom they imposed 
the punishment which attached to a 
criminal offence. His hon. friend had 
supposed a case in which a sum of money 
was taken innocently and honestly, and 
had suggested that the person who took 
it would be a criminal if he had no title 
to take it, and would be liable to have a 
prosecution brought against him. In 
some of the instances to which 
the hon. Gentleman referred, a banker, 
a solicitor, or a_ stockbroker who 
accepted a commission he was not 
entitled to take was liable to a 
civil action, and his civil responsi- 
bility was not touched by this Bill. The 
Bill proposed to go a step further, and 
constitute a new crime and render agents 
liable to criminal penalties for the 
receipt of commissions in certain 
cases. The Bill described the crime 
as receiving money with corrupt 
intention; otherwise, receiving it 
knowing that there was no right 
to "receive it, receiving it with that 
guilty knowledge which was mens rea, 
the essential element of criminal conduct. 
de would give the House an illustration 
of the sort of offence which was meant. 
Take the case of a vendor of property 
who employed an agent with the view 
of obtaining the best price possible 
for it. The purchaser, with the object 
of getting the property at the lowest 
price possible, gave a secret commission 
to the vendor’s agent. No one could 
doubt that such a transaction was corrupt 
in its character. It was corrupt in its 
intention. The commission paid by the 
purchaser was the price of the disloyalty 
of the agent employed by the vendor. 
It was criminal in the moral sense. The 
object of the Bill was to make it criminal 
in the legal sense. He would give 
another illustration. Suppose a builder 
contracted to erect a house, and the 
owner of the house, in order to ensure 
that the builder should put in nothing 
but the materials stipulated for in the 
contract, engaged a clerk of works, 
whose duty was to check the materials 
going into the building. The builder 
corrupted the clerk of works by paying 
him a commission to allow materials 
to be used in the structure which 
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Sir John Walton. 
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were not in accordance with the con- 
tract. That was a corrupt action on 
the part of the builder who paid the 
commission, and who sought to buy up the 
clerk of works for his own fraudulent ends. 
That would be a crime within the meaning 
of this section. He could give many 
other illustrations. His hon. friend had 
supposed the case of a person who 
honestly took a commission because it 
was a trade custom, who regarded it as 
part of his legitimate remuneration, and 
who accepted it without any dishonest 
intention. Did anyone say that that man 
was to be made acriminal? They could 
not step in and send men to prison who 
were not dishonest. It seemed to him 
that there were certain steps that must be 
taken in order to show that conduct was 
criminal, and that they might punish 
that conduct with penal consequences. 
The first step was to show that the 
conduct was criminal, and that the 
money was not taken innocently by the 
agent under the impression that it 
was part of his remuneration. Of course 
where they got secrecy they got the very 
best evidence of corruption. If the 
payment was taken without the know- 
ledge of the principal, and if the agent 
took it knowing that the principal was not 
aware of it, what greater evidence could 
there be of corruption? Therefore as, as 
one of our jurists had said,the first indica- 
tion of fraud was secrecy, so he would say 
that the very best evidence of corruption 
was the secrecy which characterised the 
transaction. There were many Cases 
in which these payments were taken under 
the impression that they were part of the 
remuneration of the agent, and if that 
was so, he did not think that his hon. 
friend would suggest that such a man 
should be sent to prison, notwithstan |- 
ing that the magistrate might be 
satisfied that he had acted throughout 
in a perfectly honourable way. If the 
word ** corruptly” were omitted it would, 
he thought, be an undesirable thing. 
If the act was done secretly it was obvious 
that it would be corrupt, and withoutythe 
inclusion of the word ‘ corruptly ” in the 
Bill no one would dare to give a game- 
keeper a sovereign after a day’s pheasant 
shooting or give a tip to a waiter. All 
these things might be said to be corrupt, 
unless the whole transaction was under- 


stood. Unless the word “ corruptly” 
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was included he did not see how one could 
make the most innocent Christmas pre- 
sent to a servant without being brought 
under the Act. In a case of perjury it 
must be “wilful and corrupt,” and the same 
set of consideration applied to members 
of municipal corporations who took 
money in the course of the discharge 
of their public duties. This was a point 
with which they were familiar in our 
criminal jurisprudence, and it was well 
settled. 


*Mr. HILLS (Durham) said that witha 
great deal that had fallen from the 
mover and supporter of the Amendment 
he agreed, but he thought they would 
defeat their own object by asking the 
House to leave out the word ‘‘corruptly.” 
He thought they were unduly frightened 
by the word. Before one could make 
a man criminally responsible, his actions 
must be corrupt. There was a large 
class of cases, perfectly ordinary business 
cases, In which an agent was paid by 
somebody who was not his principal, and 
if the word “ corruptly ” were struck out 
in such a case the agent would be liable 
to prosecution, although the nature of the 
transaction was generally known. Let 
them take the case of a man who hada 
piece of land to sell. He went to his 
solicitor, who was his agent, and said 
he wanted to sell it for £1,000. The 


solicitor found a purchaser and said 
his client wished to sell the land 
for the sum named, that it was 


cheap at the price, and the buyer must 
pay his costs. In doing that he was 
driving a good bargain for his principal, 
and yet if the word “corruptly ” were 
omitted he would become liable under this 
Bill. It was a common case also that the 
commission payable to the agent was 
not paid by the principal, but by some- 
body else. Everything being fair and 
above-board, it was a perfectly legitimate 
way of doing business, but if the word 
‘corruptly ” was taken out of the Bill 
it would become criminal. Railway 
companies in buying land in many caszs 
paid the costs of the vendor’s solicitors, 
and unless the word were left in the 
solicitors in that case also would be liable 


to a criminal prosecution. Stock- 
brokers, moreover, also shared their 
commission with other people. He 


agreed as to the numerous evils which 
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arose from secret commissions, which 
were apparent to everybody who was er- 
gaged in business, and he would do all 
he could to strengthen the Bill in that 
direction, but he did not think it would 
be strengthened, but weakened by the 
omission of this word. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
said that this was not a new Bill, as it 
had been before the House for many 
years, and had for one of its strongest 
opponents a Gentleman who was now 
sitting upon the Government Bench. 
He thought that the person that it was 
desired under the Bill to punish was the 
man who deceived his principal and 
got him to pay a higher price for an 
article because he received a commission. 
The House was, he thought, in favour of 
the Bill,and the Amendment was one which 
struck at the principle of it. He wished 
to point out, however, how careful they 
ought to be, especially after the speech 
of the Attorney-General, not to do any- 
thing which would give rise to injustice 
in regard to ordinary commercial trans- 
actions with which everybody was con- 
versant. He would ask the Government 
whether, in view of the importance of 
the Bill, which created a crime, and the fact 
that it had only been discussed for an 
hour, while four or five other Amendments 
had to be moved, it would not be well to 
adjourn its consideration. He did not 
think there was any great advantage 
gained by discussing so important a 
Bill at that hour in the morning. 
He thought the Government would be 
able to obtain the Bill quite easily, as 
there was no opposition to it. His only 
desire was that it should be properly 
discussed in the interest of all parties 
concerned. He therefore moved that 
the debate be adjourned. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned.” 
—(Mr. Dalziel.) 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or tue TREASURY (Mr. GeorcGe 
Wuiretey, Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) 
said the Government were only going to 
ask the House to take the business 
down to the sixth Order on the 
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Paper. He had had some consultation; *Mr. LUPTON said the object of his 
with hon. Gentlemen opposite, and Amendment was to make it clear that 


they had agreed to go as far as_ 
that. He might point out that there unless he injured his neighbour. If a 
was a considerable amount of work to do clerk of works corruptly received a 
before they dispersed for the holidays, | tip and then passed bad timber or other 
and the Government were attempting material to the injury of his employer, 
to arrange it as fairly as they could. | that offence could be punished. But if 
Tf they did not get the share of|/ no damage was done to anybody why 
work done which was allotted to that|trouble about it? There were two 
evening it would only mean that they | classes of Members of Parliament who 
would have to sit late on another! supported this Bill as it stood — those 
evening. The Bill had been very fully | who were strongly in favour of it and 
discussed, and there was no reason for the | believed it would stop corruption; and 


@ person was not to be proceeded against 





adjournment. |those who tole ated the Bill because 
‘it would have no effect. He com- 

‘plained that the Bill as it now 

Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD | stood left it open to people to take 
hoped the House would not assent to | vindictive action against persons who 
this Motion. The Bill had been supported | had done no harm whatever. The case 


by most illustrious and able men, and 
he thought they ought to be able to 
dispose of it. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Question again proposed, “ That the 


word ‘corruptly’ stand part of the) 


Bill.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
moved in page | at the end of line 27 to 
insert — 

“ And if it is proved that the said principal 


in either of the above ways had suffered sub- 
stantial damage.” 


His object was, hesaid, to make it 
clear that there should be no prosecu- 
tion where no harm had been done. [Cries 
of “‘Divide.”] If hon. Members wanted 


to get home quickly he was afraid they | 


were going the wrong way to arrive at 
their desire. 


this Bill as it stood. 


*Mr. SPEAKER 
the Question before the House. 


said that was not 


The | 


‘of Whittaker Wright had been referred 

to, but Whittaker Wright got punished, 
'and there was always the law of con- 
'spiracy. Where one person corruptly 
| bribed another to the injury of a third 
party the person who bribed and the 
/one who received the bribe could 
be proceeded against under the law of 
conspiracy, and therefore this Bill was 
/unnecessary. The House ought to make 
| sure that substantial damage had been 
| done before a man was punishable. How 
| was a man to prove his innocence against 
'a charge under this Bill? A min was 
charged with corrupt intention. That 
could only be really proved if damage had 
been done to the man’s employer. If 
the man proved that the goods were sound 
'and were purchased at market prices he 
proved his innocence. but under this 
proposed law he would be held guilty. 
'A corrupt intention in a man’s mind 
should be proved by reference to his 
acts. 


Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.) 


seconded the Amendment. 


The question was whether | 
there was any case to be made out for. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 1, line 27, at the end, to insert the 
words ‘and if it is proved that the said 
principal in either of the above ways has 
suffered substantial damages.’ ”—(Mr. Lupton.) 


hon. Member must limit himself to his | 


Amendment. 
discuss the whole clause. 


Mr, George Whiteley. 


He was not entitled to! 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
| be there inserted in the Bill,” 
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Lorp TURNOUR (Sussex, Horsham) 
hoped the House would not accept 
the Amendment moved by the hon. 
Member for Sleaford. 
unnecessary, and would 
Bill weaker than it was at the present 
moment. The object of the House 
ought to be to make the Bill as strong 
as possible, and not to weaken it in any 
way. He thought the hon. Gentleman 
ought to facilitate the progress of this Bill 
as much as possible, and he could only 


make 
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It was entirely | 
the | 


158 
| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The 
hon. Member is now discussing the Bill as 
'a whole. He must confine himself to the 
Amendment. 


Corruption Bill. 


*Mr. LUPTON said his Amendment was 
to substitute a fine for imprisonment. 
By these severe punishments they were 
going back several hundred years. Heavy 
punishments increased crime because they 
increased the sense of brutality in the 
nation. 


do that by withdrawing his Amendment. | 


Question put, and negatived. 


»Mr. LUPTON said the Amendment | 
he now proposed to move was to sub-_ 


stitute the word “ offence” for the word 


‘‘misdemeanour,”’ in order that by another | 


Amendment which he proposed to move 
they could do away with imprisonment 
for the first offence and substitute a fine. 
With permission of Mr. Speaker and the 
House he would speak to both those Amend- 
ments together, and thus save a repetition 
of his arguments. His object, as he said, 
was to substitute for the penalty of 
imprisonment the penalty of a fine, and 
he would suggest that the amount of the 
fine should be just double the amount 


of the damage proved to have been done. | 


If a man was subjected to a penalty of 
that kind and had to bear the costs of the 
law suit, it would be a very severe 
penalty. He thought if they desired 
to put a stop to corruption they must 
not have a penalty that was not in 
accordance with public opinion. 
people who supported this Bill said 
corruption existed everywhere. 


ruption was in accordance with public 
opinion. His point was that if the 
penalty was contrary to public opinion, 
public opinion would not enforce the 
law and it would become a dead letter, 
This was a law to help capitalists to 


manage their business with the aid of the | 


police instead of looking after it them- 
selves. [‘* Divide, divide.”’] 


| various 
| principle and intention of the Bill. 


Many | 


Mr. PATRICK WHITE seconded. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In page 1, line 28, to leave out the words 
‘a misdemeanour’ and insert the words ‘an 
offence.’ ”—(Mr. Lupton.) 


Question, ‘‘ That the words proposed to 
be leit out stand part of the Bill,” put, 
and agreed to. 


| 


*Lorpv TURNOUR said the Amend- 
ment he had to propose was “On page 2, 
line 11, after ‘Crown’ to insert ‘or under 


any Corporation, or any Municipal 
Borough or District Council, or any 
joard of Guardians.” The clause 


applied the Bill to servants of the 


|Crown, and his Amendment proposed 


to the servants 
bodies. The 


in accordance 


extend it 
local 
was 


to of 

Amend- 
with the 
lf 
there was a necessity for servants of the 


Crown coming under the Bill there was a 


ment 


' double necessity for servants of local 
He did | 
not believe it, but if it did then cor- | 


authorities being included. Whereas cor- 
ruption and chances of corruption were 
very rare amongst servants of the Crown, 
amongst the servants of local authorities 
they were not so rare as they ought to be. 
He would not refer to any instances 
which had occurred lately, because he 
had an old-fashioned prejudice, not 
shared in by the hon. Member for Wool- 
wich, against referring to cases swb judice, 
| He thought by accepting his Amendment 
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the Government would be taking a step that mere publicity would entail very 
in the direction of restoring confidence | disastrous results. Therefore it was"sug- 
in local administration. ‘gested that before any proceedings were 
'taken it should be submitted to the law 
Amendment proposed— , officers of the Crown, with the result that 
“In page 2, line 11, after the word ‘Crown’ | all opposition was withdrawn. Under 
to insert the words ‘or under any Corporation, these conditions he was unable to accept 
or any Municipal Borough or District Council, | the Amendment. 
or any Board of Guardians.’”—(Lord Turnour.) | 
*Mr. HILLS said that if this sub- 
Question proposed, “ That those words section was left in the Bill it would 
be there inserted.” lose half its value. 
| 
Sir JOHN WALTON said he was not) Amendment negatived. 
sure that the words were required, because 
the clause was inserted to meet the case 
of servants of the Crown subject to special | silica 


circumstances. To remove any doubt. 
in the matter he would accept the words. STATUTE LAW ag ISION (SCOTLAND) 


4s 


Bill read the third time. and passed. 


Question put, and agreed to. Order for Third Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
|“ That the Bill be now read the third 

*Lorp TURNOUR moved the omis- | time.” 

sion of sub-section (1) of Clause 2, | Peer een 7 

He thought the Bill was very much | Mr. CLAUDE HAY said that at the 

a | by this sub-section. ‘He ae | Committee stage the Lord Advocate 

not a lawyer, and there might be some | promised to make eo ee and 

good reasons for including the sub- | make a statement 7 the Third Reading 

section, but as it stood it seemed to him |" regard to certain points which were 


that it was unnecessary. He begged to 


_— | Tue SOLICITOR-GENERAL ror 
SCOTLAND (Mr. Ure, Linlithgowshire) 
said all those points had been carefully 
,considered and they were found to be 
most effectively dealt with. 


| 
| 


Words inserted accordingly. | 


| raised. 


Str SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.) formally seconded. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 13, to leave out sub-section 


1) of Clause 2.”—(Lord Turnour.) | Question put, and agreed to. 


Question proposed, “ That the words | Bill read the third time, and passed. 
proposed to be left out stand part of the pic Coes, 


Bill.” 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Str JOHN WALTON said this pro-' Motion made, and Question, “ That 
posal was opposed by clerks, land agents, ‘this House do now adjourn.” —(Mr. 
surveyors and others who were apprehen- | Whiteley.) 
sive that under cover of this legislation | 
blackmailing would be rife, and a dis- 
charged servant or agent would threaten | Adjourned at a quarter after Two 
criminal proceedings. They were afraid | o’clock. 


Put, and agreed to. 


Lord Turnour. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 18th July, 1906. 


The House met at a quarter before | 


Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorpsj 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

ease of the following Bill, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 

previously inquired into, and which are 

applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :—Dover Harbour (Works, etc.) 

Bill {| Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time, 


Wolstanton United Urban District 
Council Gas Bill [Lords]. Verbal 
Amendments made; Bill read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments. 


Folkestone, Sandgate, and Hythe 
Tramways Bill [Lords]. As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


Wallasey Tramways and Improvements 
Bill | Lords}, As amended, considered ; 
Amendments made; Bill to be read the 
third time. 


Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
Sewerage Board Bill | Lords}, Asamended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill 
|Lords] (by Order). Adjourned debate 
on Second Reading | 9th July], further ad- 
journed till Monday next. 


Rutherglen Burgh Order Confirmation 
Bill. Considered; and ordered to be 
read the third time To-morrow. 


Paisley Gas and Water Provisional 
Order Bill. Read a second time; and 
ordered to be considered To-morrow. 


Glasgow and South Western Railway 
‘Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] (by 


VOL. CLXI. [Fourri Series. | 
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Order). Consideration deferred _ till 
| Tuesday next, at a quarter-past Eight of 
| the clock. 


Reports, de. 


PETITIONS. 
| 
| EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petitions against : from Blythe ; Dean 
Prior ; Thrumpton ; and Towyn; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING). 
Petitions against alteration of Law ; 
from Gartree; Mackworth and Mark- 
eaton ; and Over, (two) ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 
Petition from Littleover, for 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


altera- 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ALIENS ACT, 1905. 

Copy presented, of return of Alien 
Passengers brought to the United King- 
dom from Ports in Europe or within the 
Mediterranean Sea during the three 
months ending 30th June, 1906 ; together 
with the number of Expulsion Orders 
made during that period requiring Aliens 
to leave the United Kingdom [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUEEN’S COLLEGE, CORK. 

Copy presented, of Report of the Presi- 
dent for the Session 1905-6, with 
Appendices {by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table, 


REVENUE (COLLECTLON OF TAXES). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
(ordered LOth July ; Mr. MeCruc | : to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


269. | 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES), 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Report, Annual Series, No. 3764 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
F 
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PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


(Questions. 


Particulars of Classes of Documents belong- 
ing to the abolished Court of the King’s 
Palace at Westminster which are not con- 
sidered of sutticient public value to justify 
their preservation in the Public Kecord 


Office [by Act]. 


NAVAL EXPENDITURE (PRINCIPAL 
NAVAL POWERS). 

Return ordered, “of the Naval Ex- 
penditure of each of the principal Naval 
Powers, showing their total estimated 
Naval Expenditure in each of the last ten 
years, their Expenditure in each of the 
years named on new Construction, and 
the amount of their new Construction in 
each of those years expressed in tonnage.” 


—(Mr. Thomasson.) 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND). 

Return ordered, “showing the sum 
levied in each parish in Scotland by way 
of Assessment for the building and repair 
of churches and manses, and also for any 
expenditure on glebes and churchyards, 
during the 10 years ending the 15th day 
of May, 1905 ; also Return to distinguish 
the parishes in which the Assessment is 
levied according to the valued rent and 
those in which it is levied according to 
the real rent, and to show the total num- 
ber of heritors assessed for the above 
purposes in each parish during the said 
period, distinguishing those at and under 
£50 of annual value and those above £50 
of annual value ; and also Return giving 
the names of those parishes in which no 
assessment has been levied during the 
above period.’—(M/r. MeUrve.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSIVERS CLh- 
CULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Customs Regulations at the Port of 
Liverpool. 

Mr. C. DUNCAN (Barrow-in- 
Furness): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether the port ef Liverpool 
is amenable to the transhipment regula- 
tions specified by the Board of Customs 
in their general Order, No. 45, of 1898 ; 
and, if so, will he say who is responsible, 
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relaxations of the regulations which 


‘enable the merchants of Liverpool to 
Public Records (The Palace Court), | 
Copy of Schedule containing a List and | 


remove dutiable goods, excepting tobacco 
and casks of spirits, in open conveyances, 
without an officer in charge, thereby 
giving traders privileges which are not 
enjoyed by the merchants of London, 
and other approved transhipment ports 
in the United Kingdom. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The 
transhipment regulations prescribed by 
the Board of Customs are applied 
generally at Liverpool as at all other 
approved transhipment ports in the 
United Kingdom. The great bulk of 
the goods transhipped at Liverpool are 
free of duty, the remainder being chiefly 
low-duty goods and spirits in cases, the 
contents of which could not easily be 
tampered with without detection. About 
ten years ago the Board, after full con- 


‘sideration of all the local conditions at 


'transhipment goods, 


Liverpool, and particularly those relating 
to the situation, security, and contiguity 
of the docks, allowed certain relaxations 
of the regulations under which their 
local collector was authorised to dispense 
with the attendance of an_ officer in 
charge of the conveyances containing 
Under this  ar- 
rangement the interests of the Revenue 
have been in no way prejudiced, while 
business has been facilitated and mer- 
chants and shippers relieved of unneces- 
sary expense. Similar relaxations are 
allowed at other ports where the local 
conditions afford reasonable security for 
the protection of the Revenue. 


Special Allowances to Customs Officers. 

Mr. MASTERMAN (West Ham, N.) : 
To ask the Secretary to the ‘Treasury 
whether he is aware that the special 
allowances of £15 and £7 10s. per annum 
granted to a section of Customs examin- 
ing ofticers, second class, as compensation 
for retardation of promotion due to 
departmental reorganisations and other 
causes, is partially withdrawn when the 
ordinary salary amounts to £207 10s. 


‘and £215 respectively, and is entirely 
taken away when £220 is reached ; that 


those officers are thus obliged to remain 


-at £220 for three and two years respec- 


tively ; and whether, having regard to 
the fact that the promises of more rapid 
promotion held out in’ the Goschen 
Minute of 1891 have not heen realised, 


and what are the reasons for allowing | the Treasury will authorise payment of 
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the special allowances referred to without , 
interruption until the maximum salary of | 
£250 is reached. 


Questions. 


| 

(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The | 
conditions as to the grant of the allow-_ 
ances referred to are not fully set out in 
the Question. Under Treasury authority 
special temporary allowances, not ex- 
ceeding one or two years’ increments, 
viz, £7 10s. or £15, were granted to 
certain second class examining officers 
until their salaries and allowances 
together should reach £220, the ordinary 
maximum of their class. At that point 
they were to “mark time” until a year | 
after their salaries would, in the normal 
course, have reached £220. The exten- 
sion to £250 is intended to meet the 
cases of those officers of good conduct 
who have failed to obtain promotion to 
the higher class before reaching their 
ordinary maximum salary. Since the 
date when the Goschen Minute of 1891 
took effect, the proportion of superior 
appointments has been increased, and | 
these temporary allowances have been 
granted, ‘Che Board of Customs are of | 
opinion, in which I concur, that the 
claims of the class have been reasonably | 
met, and that the scale of pay is adequate | 
to the duties performed. 


Promotion of Customs Examining Officers. 

Mr. MASTERMAN: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he is 
aware that it takes a Customs examining 
ofticer, second class, nineteen years, under 
the most favourable circumstances, to | 
proceed from the initial to the maximum 
salary of his class; can he say whether | 
such a period obtains in any other grade | 
in the Customs or other public Depart- 
ment where the duties performed are of 
equal importance and_ responsibility ; 
and whether, seeing that many of those | 
officers had already served from twelve 
to sixteen years before obtaining the 
position, and only a small proportion 
can ever hope for further advancement 
under existing conditions, the Treasury 
will take steps, either by increasing the | 
annual increment or giwing an imme- | 
diate advance after having served a cer- 
tain number of years in the class, so that 
the maximum salary can be reached in 
a shorter time. 
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(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I under- 
stand that it takes eighteen years for a 
Customs examining officer, second class, 
to reach in ordinary course his maximum 
salary (£250), and that the average 
previous service of the existing members 


Questions. 


of the class is eleven years two months. 
|I have already stated the reasons why 


I do not think the conditions of these 
officers’ service calls for improvement, 
but I would like to point out that the 


existing number of the class to-day is 


834, and that there are no less than 
380 superior posts in the direct line of 
promotion (vide my Answer to the hon. 
Member for Barrow - in - Furness on 
May 4th last). 7 


Coal Consumption in the Navy. 

Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
if he will state what is the latest data as 
to coal consumption per twenty - four 


| hours continuous running at cruising 


and full speeds of quadruple and turbine 


engines on His Majesty’s ships of similar 


displacement and speed ; and the relative 


/cost of construction of these types of 


engines. 


(Answered by Mr, Edinund Robertson.) 
The Admiralty are averse from making 
any detailed statement at present in 
regard to the experience hitherto gained 
as to the working of turbine machinery. 
Nothing has occurred recently to alter 
their favourable opinion of this type ot 


| machinery. 


Wages in Royal Dockyards. 
Sin J. BAKER (Portsmouth): To ask 


| the Secretary to the Admiralty whether, 


nl 


on his moving Vote 8 of the Navy Esti- 
mates, he will be prepared to make a 


| general statement on the subject of the 


wages of men employed in the Royal 
Dockyards, and in particular to deal with 
the points of the petitions presented by 
the men to their Lordships. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 1 


_hope to be able to make a statement on 


this subject of a very general character 
when Navy Vote 8 is taken. 





+t See (4) Debates, clvi., S44. 
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Chief Superintendent of Telegraphs at | 
lasgow—Age Retirement. 

Mr. WATT (Glasgow College): To 
ask the Postmaster-General if he is aware 
that the Chief Superintendent of Tele- 
graphs at Glasgow, notwithstanding his 
having exceeded the age limit by nearly 
three years, continues in the service on 
full pay, while officers in the lower grades 
at the same office are compulsorily retired 
at sixty years of age on pension allow- 
ances ; and whether he will consider the 
advisability of enforcing retirement at 
sixty years of age among all grades of 
the service. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
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rule is that all pensionable officers, of | 


whatever grade, who are not thoroughly 


efficient, are called upon to retire at, 


sixty ; but retirement at sixty is not en- 
forced in the case of officers whose con- 


duct is good and who are certified hy | 
their superior officers to be thoroughly | 


etlicient. As the Chief Superintendent 
of Telegraphs at Glasgow was reported to 
be thoroughly efficient, I decided that, in 
accordance with the foregoing rule, he 
might be allowed to remain in the service 
for the present. I do not consider it 
advisable to make retirement at sixty 
years of age compulsory in every case. 


Scottish Churches Commission— 
Publication of Report. 


whether he is aware that the delay in 
presenting the Report of the Scottish 
Churches Commission is causing incon- 
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Sale of Morrogh Bernard Estate, County 
Kerry. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): To ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Estates 
Commissioners have yet sanctioned the 
sale of the Morrogh Bernard estate, 
county Kerry ; whether they have dealt 
with the claims of the evicted tenants on 
the estate fully ; and whether they have 
arrived at any decision that would have 
the effect of excluding from the sale the 
evicted farms at Kilnarovanagh and Faha 
and thereby prevent the evicted tenants 
of these farms from being reinstated. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that the sale of 
the estate mentioned has not yet been 
sanctioned. The sale will be dealt with 
in order of priority. The applications of 
the evicted tenants have not been finally 
dealt with, nor has any decision been 
arrived at which would have the effect of 
closing the sales without a full considera- 
tion of the cases of these evicted tenants. 


Civil Rights of Irish National 
School Teachers. 


Mr. MURPHY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


| Ireland whether the Commissioners of 


| National Education have yet arrived at 


any decision as to the Amendments 


' which they propose to make in the rules 
Sir T. GLEN-COATS (Renfrewshire, | 
W.): To ask the Secretary for Scotland | 


venience, especially owing to the un-| 


certainty to the allocation of the 
theological colleges ; and whether he can 
say when the Commission will report. 


as 


(Answered by Mr. Sinclair.) 


I would | 


refer my hon. friend to the reply given | 


by me on June 13th to a Question put to 
the Prime Minister by the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Inverness Burghs, 7 
which is the latest information at present | 
in my possession. If further information | 
is desired, I shall be glad to endeavour | 
to obtain it. 





+ See (4) Debates, elviii., 964. 


affecting the civil rights of teachers ; if 
not, at what time can he make an 
announcement on the subject; and 
whether he can see his way to recom- 
mend the Commissioners to make the rules 
in this respect similar to the rules in 
England, so that Irish teachers will 
possess equal freedom with teachers in 
other parts of the Empire. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Com- 
missioners of National Education inform 
me that they have amended their rules 
by removing the prohibition against the 
attendance of teachers at fairs, markets, 


/and public meetings other than meetings 


held for political purposes. The amended 
rules read as follows :—“ Rule 89 (a). The 
attendance of teachers at meetings held 


for political purposes, or the taking part 


in elections for Members of Parliament, 
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voting, is incompatible with the perform- 
ance of their duties, and is a violation of 


rule rendering them liable to withdrawal of | 


salary. Rule 94 (III.). Teachers are re- 
quired to act in a spirit of obedience to 
the law and of loyalty to the Sovereign.” 
The Commissioners have also decided that 
there is no objection to the recognition of 
a national teacher as a chairman, vice- 
chairman, or member of the committee 
of a college for summer courses in Irish. 


Blackburn Pupil Teachers Centre. 

Mr. SNOWDEN (Blackburn) : To ask 
the President of the Board of Education 
whether he is aware that Dr. Scott, an 
Inspector of the Board, advised the 
Blackburn education authority to abolish 
their pupil teacher centre on the grounds 
that the local grammar and high school 
furnish an education possessing superior 


culture and refinement; whether the 
Blackburn authority were unable to 


accept this view, and Dr. Scott then 
declared that the technical school, in 
which the centre was held, was an unsuit- 
able building, and that the Board of 
Education, having determined to abolish 
pupil teacher centres, must require the 
local authority to at once proceed to 
find accommodation for the pupil teachers 
elsewhere ; and whether he will give 
such instructions as shall preserve that 
form of professional training which the 
success of the centre justifies and which 
the Blackburn authority desire to 
continue. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) My atten- 
tion has been called to the case by the 
hon. Member's Question. So far as I can 
ascertain, the facts are by no means as 
stated in the Question: the grounds 
named by the inspector as pointing to 
the desirability (not the necessity) of a 
change of plan were not, I understand, 
those alleged in the Question; and the 
decision that the existing buildings were 
unsuitable had been made and announced 
quite independently of the question of 
whether secondary schools are generally 
speaking desirable places for the educa- 
tion of intending teachers. The Answer 
to the third paragraph is practically con- 
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tained in my Answer to the hon. Mem- 
ber’s previous Question on this subject. 


Questions. 


Eyeglasses for School Children. 


Mr. BARNES (Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Education if the promised Amendment 
to Clause 35 of the Education Bill, deal- 
ing with medical inspection, will include 
a provision authorising local authorities 
to provide glasses for such children as are 


found to be of defective eyesight. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Amend- 
ment which the Government inserted in 
the clause dealt only with medical 
inspection, which was made compulsory. 
The point referred to in the hon. Mem- 
ber’s Question would therefore not fall 
within it, but would come, if at all, 
within the remainder of paragraph (b) of 
Clause 35. On this I have to say that I 
am not prepared to give a general inter- 
pretation beforehand as to the various 
individual matters which would fall 
within the powers of a local authority 
under the term “such arrangements as 
may be sanctioned by the Board of 
Education pertaining to the health and 
physical condition of the children educa- 
ted in the public elementary schools,” 
since the clause throws upon the Board 
the duty of giving hereafter such sanction 
as it may think justified by the circum- 
stances of each individual case. 


Land Commissions and Irish Estates. 


Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): To 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland if 
he can state why the Estates Commis- 
sioners do not, in accordance with the 
regulations now in force and the decision 
in the Blake-Foster case, refuse to deem 
land an estate in every case in which the 
agreed price exceeds the standard of true 
value of similar land ascertained by 
official valuers under former Purchase 
Acts ; and why they sanction prices five 
years purchase higher than that standard 
without any economic justification, 


(Answered by Mr. Cherry.) The Es* ates 
Commissioners inform me that in 
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administering the Irish Land Act of 1903 
they have due regard to the regulations 
now in force and to the principles laid 
own in the decision in the Blake-Forster 
case. They are not aware of any such 
official standard of true value as that 
alluded to by the hon. Member. 


Questions. 


Tibet Papers. 

Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, EF.) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
if he can state when further papers on 
the agreement with Tibet will be laid 
upon the Table. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) The 
hon. Member was informed on May 23rd, ¢ 
in reply toa Question addressed to the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, as 
to the Papers which will be presented as 
soon as the Convention is ratified. The 
exchange of ratifications may be ex- 
pected to take place shortly. 


Purchase of Three Year old Horses for 
the Army. 

Mr. H. R. MANSFIELD (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that the present practice of purchasing 
Army horses only after they have reached 
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the age of five years is one which is 
viewed by British farmers with much 
disfavour ; and whether he will consider 
the advisability of establishing depots so 
that horses can be purchased at three 
years instead, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
This proposal has been frequently con- 
sidered, but the large annual expenditure 
involved has been held to be prohibitive, 
and there appears to be little likelihood 
of the difficulty of providing money for 
the purpose being got over in the near 
future. I am not aware that the present 
practice is viewed with great disfavour 
by British farmers. 


Army—lIndian Drafts. 

Lorp CASTLEREAGH (Maidstone) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
what was the number of troops, by 
arms, despatched to India in units and 
detachments respectively in ihe years 
1904 and 1905. 


(Answered iy Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The figures for the years ending Septem- 
ber, 1904 and 1905, which will be found 
in the general Annual Reports, are as 
follows :— 














1904. | 1905. 

Th Detach- Ts Detach- 

Units. ments. Units. ments. 

Cavalry of Line - - - - - 1,189 195 563 600 
Royal Horse and Field Artillery — - . 398 1,036 239 1,368 
Royal Garrison Artillery - - - 370 579 144 940 
Infantry of Line - : - 1,174 9,985 2,684 8,751 
Army Ordnance Corps - - : - 3 8 3 20 
Totals - - 3,134 | 11,803 3,633 | 11,679 
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Battalions Serving on Short Tour. 

Lord CASTLEREAGH: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War what batta- 
lions are at present serving on short 
tour; what is the number of the rank 
and file of each such battalion ; and how 
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{many men in each battalion are respec- 
tively under twenty years of age, and 


under two years service, and under one 
year’s serviee. 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.)— 


Battalions at present on short tour. 











Strength 
of rank 
Unit. and file on 
Ist July, 
1906. 
Norfolk Regiment, 2nd 
Battalion - - - 682 
Royal Sussex Regiment, 
2nd Battalion — - - 752 
Essex Regiment, 2nd Bat- 
talion - - - - 709 
Royal West Kent Regi- 
ment, lst Battalion — - 692 
Royal Munster Fusiliers, 
2nd Battalion — - 644 
Rifle Brigade, 1st Battalion 688 











Numbers under 
20 years 2 years 1 year's 
of age. | service. service. 
- : aa — — aes 
113 159 85 Prema- 
| turely 
| Abroad. 
147, | = 933 79 | 
| | 
| | 
220 | 355 98 | 
| 
156 1 247 8S { 
| | 
198 | 288 105 | 
| 
i | 
90 70 _- | 











Notre.—The numbers “under 1 year’s service’ 
years service,” and a number of those “under 20 years of age 


in both these categories of service, 


Army Reductions—Disposal of 
Redundant Soldiers. 

Mr. LEHMANN (Leicestershire, Mar- 
ket Harborough): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War what number of private 
soldiers now actually serving the King 
will be redundant under the reduction 
proposed to be made in the artillery and 
in the rest of the regular forces respec- 
tively. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The disposal of the soldiers in the 
branches affected by the reductions is 
receiving most careful consideration, and 
until the details connected with drafts 
and establishments have been more fully 
dealt with, I shall be unable to give the 
figures for which my hon. friend asks. 


‘Civil Employment of ex-Soldiers and 
Sailors. 
Mr. 


LEA (St. Pancras, E.): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War on 





’ are included in the “under 2 


” would be included 


|what date and what action does he 
propose taking to give effect to the 
recommendations as set forth on pages 29 
and 30 of the Report of the Committee 
on Civil Employment of ex-Soldiers and 


Sailors [Cd. 2991]. 


(Answered by Mr. Seeretury Haldane.) 
The recommendations of the Report have 
been approved in principle by the Army 
Council, and the measures necessary to 
carry them into effect are at present 
under consideration. 


Battalions to be disbanded—Present 
Deficiency in Establishment. 


Mr. STEWART SMITH (Westmore- 
land, Kendal): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War what is the deficiency of 
establishment in the eight battalions of 
the line which it is intended to disband ; 
and whether any reasn other than 
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deficiency of establishment has led to_his 
selection of these battalions for disbandon- 
ment, 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Haldane.) 
The regiments were selected in conse- 
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quence of the difficulty in obtaining a 
sufficient number of recruits in this and 
past years, and not for any other reason. 
The battalions selected were those last 
raised. The total deficiencies of each 
regiment are as follows :— 


Questions. 














| Officers. Other Ranks. 
Northumberland Fusiliers - - - - - 6 449 
Royal Warwickshire - - - - - - | 4 A37 
Lancashire Fusiliers - - - - - - | 6 518 

| 
Manichester - - - - . : - | _ 542 
Army Reductions—Employment for Field ; other regiments of garrison artillery 

Officers of Garrison Artillery Militia. | Militia. 


CotoneEL WALKER — (Lancashire, 
Widnes) : To ask the Secretary of State 
for War how he proposes to find employ- 
ment for field officers of the garrison 
artillery Militia, seeing that the ammuni- 
tion column of a brigade of field artillery 
is commanded by a captain. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Haldane.) 
This, with other questions affecting the 
Militia artillery, is receiving considera- 
tion, and [ am not at present able to give 
a reply. 


The Lancashire Artillery Militia. 


CoLtonEL WALKER: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War, whether in 
return for the past services of the 
Lancashire Artillery Militia, covering a 


period of fifty-three years, and whose 
records for efliciency have been main. 
tained throughout, although their work 
has been the most responsible undertaken 
by garrison artillery, namely, the defences 
of Portsmouth in the sea forts of Horse- 
sand, No Man, and Spit, and in lieu of 
Volunteers being asked to conduct this 
work under circumstances which cannot 
suit their periods of drill, he will either 
allow the Lancashire Artillery to continue 
the same work or else permit them to be 
amalgamated with their own off-shoot, 
the Lancashire Field Artillery Militia. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The Lancashire garrison artillery Militia 





cannot be treated differently from the 


Reduction in the Royal Field Artillery. 

Mason MoMICKING (Kirkeudbright- 
shire): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War what reduction, if any, in the 
numbers of officers, non-commissioned 
officers, gunners, and drivers, respectively. 
at present on the establishment of the 
Royal Field Artillery will result owing 
to the reduction proposed to be made in 
the Royal Artillery. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Haldane.) 
The reductions in the establishments of 
the Royal Horse and Field Artillery 
referred to, amount to sixty-seven officers 
and 3,712 other ranks. 


Return Home of Regiments to be dis 
banded now in South Africa. 

Mr. CARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. 
Albans): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War, when the regiments now in 
South Africa, which are to be disbanded, 
will return home; and by what troops 
these regiments are to be replaced. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Haldane.) 
I regret that I am unable at present te 
give the hon. Member the information for 
which he asks. 


Royal 


Reinstatement of Corporal Jordan 
Rank 


Scots Fusiliers, to his Original 

of Quartermaster-Sergeant. 

Mr. LEA: To ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he will explain why 
Corporal Jordan, Royal Scots Fusiliers, 
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who, as quartermaster-sergeant, was tried 


by the district court-martial at Aldershot | 
for statements he made against his com- | 


manding officer, Lieutenant-Colonel 
O'Leary, Commandant of the School of 
Signalling, and reduced to corporal, has 
been reinstated into his former rank. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
On the review of the proceedings of this 
court-martial, the Judge Advocate-General 
recommended the Secretary of State to 
quash the proceedings on the ground that 
the evidence did not justify the conviction. 
This non-commissioned officer has, conse- 
quently, been relieved from all conse- 
quences of his trial. 


Third Coldstream Guards—Date of De- 
parture for Egypt. 

Mr. JOHN RUTHERFORD 
cashire, Darwen): To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War, when the 3rd 
battalion of the Coldstream Guards will 
proceed to Egypt, and how long will it 
remain there, 


(Lan- 


(Ansuv red hy Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The details of this move have not yet 
been decided. 


Resignation of John P. O'Connor, Assist- 
ant Teacher, Kanturk No. 1 School. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): To 

the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 

tenant of Ireland, whether, in view of the 
number of dismissals of national teachers 
in Ireland since 1900, the Commissioners 
of Education can state the reasons 

assigned for the dismissal of John P. 

O’Connor, assistant teacher, Kanturk 

No. 1 School, who was retired in 1904, 

notwithstanding that he was considered a 

competent teacher and held a certificate 

in drawing and music. 


ask 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Com- 
missioners of National Education inform 
me that Mr. John P. O'Connor was 
assistant teacher in Kanturk boys’ national 
school from Ist July 1896 to 29th Septem- 
ber 1904, when he resigned his position, 
and was stated to have emigrated. He 
was not dismissed by the Commissioners. 


Reinstatement of Evicted Tenants—Cases 
of James Culhane, and Mrs. Anne 
Connell. 


Mr. FLYNN: To ask the Chief Secre- 


tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland | 
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| whether the Estates Commissioners are: 
now in possession of information re- 
specting the holdings of the evicted 
‘tenants, James Culhane, Ballygraddy, 

and Mrs. Anne Connell, Coolmahane, 
| both in Kanturk Union, county Cork 

'and whether the Commissioners will 
| enter into communication with the present 
occupiers with a view to effecting such a 
friendly arrangement as may lead to the 
reinstatement of these evicted tenants. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners have referred the applica- 
tions lodged by the two persons named 
to one of their inspectors for inquiry, but 
his Report in the matter has not yet been 
received, 


Royal Dublin Society’s Inquiry into 
Administration of Intermediate Edu- 
cation Act. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that, at 
the request of the secretary of the School- 
mistresses’ Association, the council of the 
Royal Dublin Society appointed a sub- 
committee to inquire into and report on 
the administration of The Intermediate 
Education Act, 1881; and will he take 
steps to ascertain the nature of that 
report and its recommendations. 


Mr SLOAN: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he can state who was responsible for 
the Royal Society of Dublin dropping 
their inquiry into the administration of 
The Intermediate Education Act, 1881. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) I am 
‘informed by the Registrar of the Royal 
Dublin Society that in the year 1897 the 
Science Committee of that Society, at the 
_ instance of one of its members, appointed 
a sub-committee to consider the provision 
made by the Board of Intermediate 
Education for encouraging the teaching 
of science. In the following year the 
sub-committee presented a report on the 
subject, and having done so, its duty was 
discharged, and it automatically ceased to 
exist. I understand that the sub-com- 
mittee’s report was published in the 
Annual Report of the Royal Dublin. 
Society for the year 1898. 
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Purchase by Federated Malay States of 
Shares in Tanjong Pagar Dock Company. 

Sirk EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether the Federated 
Malay States have purchased a block of 
shares in the Tanjong Pagar Dock Com- 
pany ; if so, what was the profit on the 
basis of the award; if, after notice of 
expropriation was given, the market 
price remained at $240 why did the 
Government not buy them; was any 
effort made to come to terms with the 
company previous to resorting to the 
expedient of arbitration; did the com- 
pany make any offer to dispose of their 
undertaking for a guaranteed interest of 
12 per cent. on the par value of the 
shares ; will he explain why the Colony 
is to be saddled with a charge repre- 


senting three times the market value of | 


the shares ; had the Colony any voice in 
the question of the method of purchase ; 
what fees were granted to the arbitrator, 
umpire, council, and others; and when 
does he expect to be able to lay Papers 
recording this transaction. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) Taking 
the sentences of the hon. Member's 
Question in order :—(1) and (2). Shares 
have been purchased at different times 
by the Government of the Federated 


Malay States as an investment of surplus | 


funds, but I am not aware of the purchase 


price in each case and, therefore, I cannot | 


state what the profit will amount to, 


(3). 


The market price did not remain at $240, | 


and in any case it would not have 
been proper for the Government to 
speculate on the results of the 
award by making further purchases after 
notice of expropriation had been given. 


(4). Ihave answered this Question in my | 
reply to the hon. Member of the 12th | 


instant ; (5). I am not aware that such an 
offer was made; (6) the amount of the 
award was determined by the umpire ; it 
will be a charge on the assets of the Dock 
Board ; the Ordinance (a copy of which I 
have already placed in the Library of the 
House) was passed with only two dis- 
sentients, who were directors of the 
company ; (8) in view of the possible 
taxation of costs I am unable at present 
to state what expenditure will be entailed 
upon the Colony in all the cases referred 
to by the hon. Member ; (9) I will expedite 
the presentation of Papers as much as 
possible, and I hope that they may be 
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distributed before Parliament is pro- 
rogued, but [ cannot commit myself toa 
definite undertaking at present. 


Applications for Raising of the Rate for 
Higher Education. 

Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he can state how 
many applications were made by county 
councils in each of the years 1903, 1904, 
and 1905, for the consent of the Board 
under Section 2 of the Education Act, 
1902, to the raising of a rate for purposes 
of higher education exceeding two pence 
in the pound; and when, and by what 
county councils, each of such applications 
was made, and with what result. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) There 
were no applications of the kind in 1903 or 
| 1904; but in 1905 two such applications 
| were received from the county councils of 
| Anglesey and Merioneth respectively. 
In each of these cases I consented to the 
| Taising by the county council for the 
| purposes of higher education of a sum 
| not exceeding the amount which would 
| be produced by a rate of three pence in 
| the pound for one year. 





|Speed Limit of Motor Omnibuses in the 

etropolitan Area. 
Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barns- 
staple): To ask the President of the 
Local Government Board what speed 
limit he has ordered to be observed by 
motor omnibuses within the metropolitan 
area. 


(Answered by Mr, John Burns.) Motor 
omnibuses within the metropolitan area 
| would usually come within the regulations 
madeby the Local Government Board with 
regard to heavy motor cars. The pro- 
vision as to speed is contained in Article 
VII. of these regulations, which is as 
follows:—Article VII. The speed at 
which a heavy motor car is driven on any 
highway shall not exceed eight miles an 
hour. Provided that—(a) if the weight 
of the heavy motor car unloaded exceeds 
three tons ; or (b) if the registered axle- 
weight of any axle exceeds six tons , or 
(c) if the heavy motor car drawsa trailer, 
the speed shall not exceed five miles an 
hour. Provided also that if the heavy 
motor car has all its wheels fitted with 
pneumatic tyres or with tyres made of a 
soft or elastic material, the speed at 








— Ser 


ora ™ = 





181 Questions. 


which the heavy motor car may be driven 
on any highway shall not exceed (a) 
twelve miles an hour where the regis- 
tered axle-weight of any axle does not 
exceed six tons; and (b) eight miles an 
hour where the registered axle-weight of 
any axle exceeds six tons. 


Delay in Delivery of Letters at Ardara, 
ounty Donegal. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: (Donegal, 
S.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that the letters are 
not delivered at Ardara, County Donegal, 
on the arrival of the mid-day train; 
whether he has received memorials from 
the inhabitants of that town complaining 
of the delay in the delivery of these 
letters, and the consequent loss and in- 
convenience to which they are thereby 
subjected ; and whether he will take steps 
to secure the speedy delivery of the mid- 
day mail in Ardara. 


(Answered hy Mr. Sydney Buxton.) No 
applications respecting the delivery at 
Ardara have reached me, but I have 
called for a Report on the subject, and on 
its receipt I will communicate with the 
hon. Member. 


New Site for Monaghan Post Office. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Postmaster- 
General if it is intended to further post- 
pone the purchase of the site for the 
Monaghan post office ; and, if so, will he 
take into consideration the present un- 
sanitary conditions under which the 
officials perform their duty, and instruct 
the proper officials to proceed with the 
purchase of the new site forthwith. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) It 
is not intended to postpone the purchase 
of the site longer than is absolutely 
necessary. very effort is being made 
to dispose of certain outstanding legal 
questions, and I believe there is a good 
prospect of their being settled soon, 


The Petroleum Act and the Thames 
Conservancy By-laws. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware that the bye-laws of the Thames 
Conservancy, under the Act of 1894, 
having reference to the Petrolenm Acts 
of 1871 and 1879, give the Conservancy 
control over the import only of petroleum 
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spirit, but do not give any control over 
such spirit when once landed when moved 
from the landing-place by water, whether 
up the river or seawards; and whether 
he proposes to take any action in the 
matter. 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretaru Gladstone.) 
I am aware of the defect of the existing 
law in the matter referred to, and I hope 
to deal with it by legislation when I have 
an opportunity. 


Accrington Education Authority and the 
Hyndburn Park School. 

Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Education whether he is now in a position 
to state the decision of the Board with 
regard to the proposal of the Accrington 
Education Authority to open the Hynd- 
burn Park School as one large mixed 
department, though the plans upon which 
the loan was sanctioned provided for 
two mixed departments; and, in 
particular, can he say whether the Board 
adhere to the view expressed in their 
letter of 17th May last on the subject. 


(Answered by Mr, Birrell.) The decision 
of the Board in this case was sent to the 
Local Education Authority on the 7th 
July. I will send the hon. Member a 
copy of this reply, which will give him the 
information he desires. 


Elementary Schools—Suspension of Im- 
provements Pending Passing of the 
Education Bill. 

CoLtoneL WARDE (Kent, Medway) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Education whether until the Education 
Bill now before Parliament becomes law, 
he will refrain from making any further 
orders involving expenditure as to im- 
provements, etc., in elementary school 
buildings ; and whether he will authorise 
the suspension of works not yet carried 
out, in view of the possibility of the schools 
thus affected not being effectually taken 
over by the local authorities ? 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 cannot 
undertake, and it would be improper for 
me to think of doing so, to refrain from 
requiring such improvements in school 
buildings as may be needed for the health 
of the scholars or for their efficient instruc- 
tion. But I will arrange that due regard 
shall be paid to present circumstances in 
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the caseof any matters in which some delay 
would not be prejudicial to the interests 
of the children involved. 


Salaries of Assistant Clerks (New Class). 


Mr. SNOWDEN: To ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether he is aware 
that there are many assistant clerks (new 
class) who are over thirty years of age, 
and who, despite the fact that they have 
served for ten or more years in the public 
service, receive only about 30s. per week ; 
and whether, taking into account the age 
of the clerks referred to, and to the fact 
that they have to support life under the 
conditions consequent upon residence in 
a large city, he will consider the advisa- 
bility of raising their pay to the rate of a 
living wage. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) Even be- 
fore the scale was improved in July, 
1902, assistant clerks of the new class, 
the limits of age for which are nineteen 
to twenty-one, reached a salary of £280 
per annum after eight years’ service. 
Under the present scale £80 is reached 
after five years’ service. I see no reason 
for any change. 


Great Northern Railway of Ireland—3rd 
Class Passengers and Mail Trains. 


Mr. MacVEAGH (Down, 8.): To ask 
the President of the Board of Trade, in 
view of the statement of the Great 
Northern Railway of Ireland that their 
reason for not carrying third-class passen- 
gers on their mail trains is in order to 
obtain the punctual working of the mails, 
whether he can state if the carrying of 
third-class passengers dislocates the mail 
service on any other railway line in Great 
Britain: whether he is aware that the 
later train, being a slow train, does not 
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at all meet the requirements of business , 
men ; and whether he will cause further | 


inquiry to be made 


(Awswered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) 
unable to say whether on other railways 


I am; 


than the Great Northern of Ireland it is | 


found that the carrying of local third-class 
passengers interferes with the punctual 
working of the mails. I will call the 


company’s attention to the representation ; 


with regard to the later train and will 
inform the hon. Member of the resu’t... 
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Disbanding of Volunteer Artillery. 

Str GILBERT PARKER: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether, 
in view of the fact that the men compos- 
ing the 3rd Kent (Woolwich Arsenal) 
Artillery Volunteers will be employed on 
other than military duties in time of war, 
it is proposed to disband the corps ; and, 
if so, when will the disbandment take 
place ; and whether the Elswick Volunteer 
Artillery will be dealt with in the same 
manner and on the same grounds. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
I am not able at the present moment to 
make any detailed statements in regard 
to the Volunteer Artillery. 


Army Supplies—Hackford Provision Com- 
pany. 

Mr. MURPHY: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War how firms are selected 
for tendering for Army supplies ; and if 
he can say whether the Hackford Pro 
vision Company, Brixton, have ever got 
an opportunity of tendering or have at 
any recent time been contractors fo: 
supplies. 


(Answered by Mr. Si cretury Tlaldune.) 
Any firm wishing to tender for Army 
supplies should write direct to the Secre- 
tary, War Office. The company referred 
to is not known by the War Office. 


The Army Reduction—Transfer of Men. 

Mr. GIBBS: ‘To ask the Secretary 
of State for War what is to happen 
to those officers and men who are 
at present serving in the battalions which 


‘are to be disbanded. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Haldane.) 


This question is now under consideration. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Naval Gunnery ee in the North 
ea. 


Mr. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admir- 
alty whether he is awarethat the Sheerness 
Reserve Division, consisting of three 
battleships and five cruisers, proceeded 
into the North Sea for five days quarterly 


practice on April 23rd last, that by order 
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of the Rear Admiral commanding the , been killed, the number wounded, and the 
division the whole of its one-inch aiming | number who have surrendered and are 
and light quick-firing ammunition was | now prisoners of war, in connection with 
expended in half a day by being fired at | the military operations now being con- 
towing targets, while in the case of the | ducted against them by the Colonial 
heavy gun firing only two ships were | forces in South Africa. 

permitted to use the proper range near; . 
the Tongue lightship, the remainder being | | THE UNDER-SECRETARY ror THE 
foreed to expend their ammunition in| COLONIES (Mr. CHURCHILL, Man- 
great haste in order to comply with the | chester, N.W.): The following informa- 
Admiral’s orders as to rejoining the Flag ; | tion has been received from the Governor 
whether he is further aware that H.M.S. | —Approximate number of natives killed, 
“Vindictive” on this occasion expended | 3,500; approximate number of natives 
the whole of her sixty rounds of six-|taken prisoners or who surrendered, 
inch ammunition in ten minutes, using | including wounded, 2,000. No official 
only one broadside for the purpose ;| record has been kept differentiating 
whether the use of towing - targets | between the surrendered and _ those 
for quarterly practice is not now/| taken prisoners. The Government has 
officially regarded as obsolete; and | information that a large number of the 
whether he will cause an inquiry to be | natives who were wounded in the various 
made into the responsibility of the Rear | fights found their way back to their 
Admiral in question for so serious a | kraals, and these people were notified 
departure from the regulations and con- | through the magistrates of the districts 
sequent waste of both training and | that medical aid will be given if applied 
ammunition. | for. 
| 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMIR-| Mr. KEIR HARDIE: But we have 
ALTY (Mr. Epmunp Rogertson, Dun-| been told that the kraals have been de- 
dee): No report has yet been received, | stroyed and burnt. How can the wounded 
but inquiry is being made, and I will | find shelter in them ? 
communicate the result to the hon. Mem- 
ber in due course. 





Mr. CHURCHILL: There is another 
Question on the Paper, the reply to which 

German Naval Statistics. deals with that point. 
Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): I beg a . 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty | Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-T rent) : 
what reserve of heavy guns is maintained | Does not the proportion of the sur- 
by the German Navy for battleships | rendered and wounded to the killed bear 
carrying four heavy guns each; and | Ut to a very great extent the fears of 


° fe e ~ ~ 9 
whether the guns in German fortifications | S°™® hon. Members 1 


generally correspond to the guns on board 

4] a: = *\In. SPEAKER: That is att f 

the shine. Mr. AKER: That is a matter o 
E opinion or argument. 


| 
| 
| 


*Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: So nine os 
many Questions have recently been}, Sik GILBERT PARKER: Has the 
addressed to me on the subject of | hon. Gentleman’s attention been called to 
foreign Navy Estimates, programmes, cablegrams reporting the contradiction of 
and policy that I am constrained to | the Natal Government of the report that 
ask my hon. friend and other hon, | their officers gave orders to the soldiers 
Members to excuse me from making | 2d native levies that no prisoners were 
statements on subjects as to which the | 0 be taken ? 

Board of Admiralty have no official See 
knowledge and can take no responsibility. | Mr. CHURCHILL: Yes, sir, 


The Operations in Natal—Treatment of Mr. DALZIEL (Kirealdy Burghs) : I 
Wounded Natives. beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- | for the Colonies whether he is now able to 

vil): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of | state the number of natives killed after 
State for the Colonies whether he can now | the Mome Valley fight ; and will he say if 
state the number of natives who have} Bambaata’s head was cut off and exposed 














187 (Juestions. 
for two days before burial; whether he 
has any information of the number of | 
prisoners that have been taken during 
the War in Natal; and whether the 
Imperial Government are in any way | 
directly represented at the seat of hostili- | 
ties 1 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The following | 
telegram has been received this morn- 
ing from the Governor of Natal in reply 
to an inquiry addressed to him in conse- 
quence of the statement which appeared 
in the Daily Mail for Monday :—‘ 1 have 
laid your telegrams of July 16th, No. 2, 
before Ministers, who desire me to send 
to you following reply. Begins it is not 
the case that 3,000 natives have been killed 
in Natal since the Mome fight, as the total 
number of the killed throughout the whole 
of the operations is only 3,500, vide return 
given in your Excellency’s telegram, No. 
1 of to-day. Government has received no 
information that the wounded were killed 
by native levies. It is of course possible 
that levies away from the observation of 
the European officers may have killed the 
badly wounded and it would be quite 
impossible to prevent it, but the Comman- 
dant of Militia is certain that this has not 
been done during the present rebellion to 
the same extent as in former times. 
During the Zulu war it was common 
knowledge that the British native levies 
did kill the wounded, and to take one 
example, at the battle of the Inyazana it 
it was reported both by Europeans and 
natives that the greater proportion of the 
wounded had been killed and that very | 
few if any prisoners were taken. Govern- 
ment has received following report 
relative to the decapitation of Bam- 
baata :—Begins. It was intimated to 
the otlicer commanding the — troops 
that the dead body of Bambaata was 
lying at the bottom of a gorge about | 
2,000 feet below the camp, and as it was 
most essential that it should be ascertained | 
definitely whether Bambaata was really | 
killed or not, Major Platt, Natal Medical | 
Corps, with a number of natives, was sent | 
down to bring up the body for the 
purposes of identification. On reaching | 
the spot where the body lay it was found | 
to be in an advanced stage of decomposi- 
tion, and as the natives refused to carry 
it to camp, decapitation was absolutely 
necessary to ensure definite identification 
by responsible persons acquainted with 
Bambaata. The head was not exhibited | 
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but was kept covered and in privacy 
under an armed guard and was only 


'shown to persons who stated that they 


knew Bambaata intimately and would be 
able to recognise him. When the identif.- 
cation was complete and it was proved 
beyond doubt that the head was that of 
Bambaata it was returned to the spot and 
interred with the body.” Ends. The 
statement that the troops gave no quarter 
is untrue and this is proved by the fact 
that about 2,000 rebel prisoners as far 
as can be at the present time ascertained 


are now in custody. ‘The enemy’s 
wounded have been attended where 
possible by the medical staff. In some 


cases the wounded having been attended 
to were left on the field to be taken care 
of by their friends. ‘Troops are searching 
the country but rebels are being given 
every opportunity to surrender. Burning 
the kraals has been strictly forbidden 
except when military exigencies require 
it. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Barbarous. 
Mr. CHURCHILL: The distinction 


is perfectly clear. Cattle belonging to 
rebels have been taken by troops on be- 
half of the Government but not as private 
loot. The point with regard to the 
firing of grass is not understood, as this 
is a common practice throughout the 
Colony at this time of the year. The 
officer commanding troops denies abso- 
lutely the truth of the allegation that 
prisoners were shot when breaking up 
camp. With reference to the third part 
of the Question, I have already given the 


|information asked for in answering the 


hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil. With 
reference to the fourth part, Major General 
Stephenson was with the troops from the 
middle of May until the middle of June 
on the nomination of the general officer 


commanding South-Africa with the object 


of keeping the latter informed on all 
matters of military interest. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Having regard to 
the practical admission by the Under- 
Secretary that the native levies have 
been guilty of killing the wounded, I 


desire to know whether the Imperial 


Government will bring their influence to 
bear at once to stop the employment of 
native levies; and I would ask what 
further action it is proposed to take in 
the whole matter, and also whether the 
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Government will lay the Reports of 
the officer who has been present through- 
out the war in Natal. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: It is quite im- 
possible for me to answer a matter of 
such importance without notice; it is 
perfectly obvious it is a matter that can 
only be decided by the Secretary of State 
and also by the Cabinet. With regard 
to the last part of the Question, I am not 
aware whether we have any Reports in 
our possession which have been handed 
in by Major-General Stephenson, but I 
will inquire and consider whether they 
are Reports which can be laid on the 
Table with advantage. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I shall address the 
Question to the Prime Minister. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Has the Government conveyed any 
comment upon the manner in which the 
body of this Zulu chief was treated ; 
do they approve of it, in point of fact, 
and is it conceivable for a single moment 
that if this had heen a white foe his body 
would have been so treated. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I am afraid the 
British Government is not in the best 
position in regard to the incident of the 
decapitation of Bambaata, for, as the hon 
Gentleman will remember, under the late 
Administration, after the battle of Om- 
durman, the Madhi’s head was most 
shamefully decapitated, and I think it is 
quite obvious that such an evil precedent 
would be quoted against us by a Colony 
in reply to any remonstrance we might 
think it necessary to make. As to 
whether any protest has been made, I 
may tell the House that I am informed 
that the Ministers in Natal and the 
Governor of Natal were greatly aston- 
ished at the statements which were 
telegraphed out to South Africa after 
they had appeared in the English papers. 
As soon as those statements were cabled 
out, Sir Henry M‘Callum at once tele- 
graphed to the Prime Minister as follows : 
—“*]T cannot believe that this can be 
true. If it has been allowed ”’—that is, 
the killing of the wounded-——“ imme- 
diate orders must be given for any such 
practice to stop, and Colonel Mackenzie 
must give an immediate explanation.” 
The reply of the Ministers of the Natal 
Government I have already read to the 
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House. I am also informed that the 
native levies have been kept in the 
strictest control that was possible, having 
regard to the broken nature of the 
country, and that out of thousands of 
native women who have been involved in 
the area affected by the operations only 
one case of assault has been heard of. 


Questions. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) : 
I do not understand the parallel which 
the hon. Gentleman has made. But does 
he or does he not impute any disgraceful 
act to the ofticer concerned in taking these 
steps for the identification of this man ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, I do not 
myself consider—for after all it is a point 
I have to answer without consultation — 
that the steps taken by the officer in 
Natal were half so discreditable to civilisa- 
tion as the steps that were taken with 
regard to the Mahdi. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I do not 
understand condemnation by innuendo, 
What I desire to know is whether the 
hon. Member does impute a disgraceful 
act to this officer. As he has left the 
matter, a disgraceful imputation is made 
against him. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): On 
a point of order, Mr. Speaker, are we 
now to enter into questions affecting a 
war of five or six years ago ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think it would be 
undesirable to do so. I am afraid the 
topic was introduced by the Minister 
who replied. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: May I ask 
whether the Under-Secretary has any in- 
formation to show at what date the 
prisoners were taken prisoners, whether 
before the Mome slaughter or since then ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir, but I 
shall be very glad to get information if 
the hon. Gentleman desires it. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Perhaps 
the hon. Gentleman would answer my 
Question, whether he does impute 
[MINISTERIAL cries of “ Notice ”|—no 
notice was given of the imputation—dis- 
graceful conduct to this officer or not + 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have answere 1. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The hon. 
Member has told us that he did not con- 
sider the conduct of this officer as bad as 
the conduct of some other officers. I 
want to know whether the hon. Member 
does impute disgraceful conduct to this 
officer or not. 


Mr. DALZIEL: May I ask the Prime 
Minister, having regard to the fact that 
the telegram which has been read excuses 
and admits the action of the native levies 
in killing the wounded, what steps, if 
any, the Government propose to take in 
the matter ? 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs): 
As far as I followed what my hon. friend 
read, I did not understand that there 
was any disposition to excuse or admit 
such practices. It was said that where 
native levies were out of the ken and 
observation of European officers they 
might resort to practices of that sort, 
but they had no knowledge of its having 
been done, and were greatly surprised 
hy the extraordinary telegrams, issuing, 
I believe, from Johannesburg, which 
imputed wholesale massacre or ill-treat- 
ment of the wounded. 


Sir GILBERT PARKER: May I ask 
the Under-Secretary whether he relies 
upon absolute information within the 
War Office, or the Colonial Office, that 
the head of the Khalifa—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: I think it would be 
better not to go back to that again. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Is it not the case 
that in the Answer read to-day the state- 
ment occurs that the killing was not so 
serious as has been the case formerly, 
and is that not an indirect excuse for the 
action that has taken place ¢ 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No, it is an 
expression of regret that the means of 
restraint had not been more effective. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: Is the Prime 
Minister aware that the accusation was 
not contained in telegrams from Johan- 
nesburg, but in letters from private 
soldiers who said they had taken part in 
the butchery, and will the right hon. 
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Gentleman obtain some authentic 


formation on that point ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN; 
We cannot inquire into a letter by a 
private soldier unless we know who he 
is ; but we have made at once the fullest 
inquiry, and we have received a very full 
reply already. Any further point that 
requires elucidation we shall be only too 
happy to inquire into. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Can the Govern- 
ment give any information as to the 
method by which these Press telegrams 
are worked for a political object ! 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I have a slight suspicion myself, but I 
cannot say that I am acquainted with 
the facts. I have nothing to do myself 
with the manipulation of the Press, and 
if I were to start to do it | do not know 
how I should set about it. 


AN HON. MEMBER: Appoint another 


Royal Commission. 


Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.): If there 
was nothing to conceal why was a 
censorship of the Press established ? 


Seamen's Remittances. 

Mayor SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he can 
see his way to remit that part of the 
charge of 3d. in the pound, levied on the 
remittance home of British seamen’s 
wages from Hamburg and other foreign 
ports, which is now retained by the 
British Consuls in those ports. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Runct 
MAN, Dewsbury, for Sir EDWARD GREY): 
The matter is now under the considera- 
tion of His Majesty’s Government. 


Magor SEELY : I beg toask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
can see his way to remit that part of the 
charge of threepence in the pound levied 
on the remittance home of British sea- 
men’s wages from Hamburg and _ other 
foreign ports, which is now retained by 
the Board of Trade. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Ltoyp-GrorGe, Carnarvon 
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Boroughs) : The whole question is receiv- 
ing the careful consideration of the three 
Departments concerned, namely, the 
Treasury, the Foreign Office, and the 
Board of Trade. 


San Thomé and Principé. 

Mr. ARKWRIGHT (Hereford): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he has now received 
the Consular Report dealing with the 
labour conditions in the Islands of San 
Thomé and Principé. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The Answer is in 
the negative. His Majesty's Consul at 
Boma has, however, been reminded by 
telegraph of the desire of His Majesty’s 
Government to be furnished with his 
Report as soon as possible. 


Vaccination Exemptions at Lincoln. 


Mr. H. R. MANSFIELD (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding): I beg t» ask the 
President of the Local Government 


3oard whether he is aware that recently 
the magistrates of the city of Lincoln 
granted a vaccination exemption certifi- 
cate to a parent residing in the county of 
Lincoln and outside the jurisdiction of 
the Lincoln city magistrates; and, in 
view of the difficulty in securing certifi- 
cates from some benches of magistrates, 
will any objection be taken by the Local 
Government Board to certificates being 
granted by justices other than those 
acting for the area in which applicants 
reside. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
rHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
GLADSTONE, Leeds, W.): I beg to 
answer this Question on behalf of my 
right hon. friend. My attention has not 
been called to this case. It appears to 
me that the proper course for justices is 
to refuse to deal with applications for 
certificates when parent and child are 
resident outside their jurisdiction ; but 
if in such circumstances Justices grant a 
certificate it is not for me to take objec- 
tion to it. 


Police Inquiries. 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, S.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department 
he is aware that, in making local 
inquiries in connection 
tions for licences, the 
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whether | 


with applica- | 
| statistics for 1903 and 1905 shows that 
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signatures, the substantiality of sureties 
and other matters, it is the present custom 
to employ police constables in uniform ; 
and whether he will consider the possi- 
bility of directing that all visits in 
connection with such matters shall, in 
future, be made by men in plain clothes. 


(uest ions. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I am aware of 
the usual custom referred to. I concur 
in the opinion of the Commissioner of 
Metropolitan Police that no change in 
existing practice could be made without 
grave inconvenience and that in the great 
majority of the inquiries referred to there 
is an advantage in having the officer in 
uniform. When circumstances indicate a 
different course as desirable, an officer in 
plain clothes is sent for the purpose. 


Returns of Criminal Prosecutions. 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY : [ beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he has now had an oppor- 
tunity of considering with the Director of 
Public Prosecutions the question of 
omitting from future Returns of criminal 
prosecutions the actual names of acquitted 
parties. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: Yes, Sir; and 
the Director of Public Prosecutions will 
omit from future Returns the names of 
acquitted persons, 


New Zealand Exports. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he is aware that the 
trade returns of New Zealand show that 
since the passing of the Preferential 
Trade Act, 1903, the value of New 
Zealand exports to places within the 
Empire has largely increased while the 
export of goods to countries without the 
Empire has diminished ; whether be will 
state the percentage of increase that has 
taken place in the value of goods ex- 
ported from the United Kingdom to New 
Zealand since 1902 ; and whether he has 
any information showing the results of the 
working of preferential relations between 


the United Kingdom and other Colonies. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The pre- 
ference accorded by New Zealand to 
British goods came into operation in 
November, 1903. A comparison of the 


G 
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the total exports from New Zealand to 
places within the Empire increased from 
£14,166,683 to £14,679,620, or 34 per 
vent., While the total exports to places 
outside the Empire increased from 
£843,695 to £976,327 or 15} per cent. 
During the same period the exports 
of British produce from the United 
Kingdom to New Zealand increased 
from £6,361,390 to £6,425,793, or 1 per 
cent. Comparisons, however, between 
the figures tor single years are apt to 
be somewhat misleading. As 
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of such contracts, especially as Canada. 
has enough forests to supply torches to all 
the country 4? 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) ; 
Protection has gone to blazes. 


Mr. PAUL (Northampton) : Will the 
Home Secretary offer a reward for the 
detection of the guilty party ? 


Motor ‘Bus Brakes 
Mr. SCARISBRICK (Dorsetshire, 8.) : 





the last part of the Question, statistics | | beg to ask the President of the Local 
of British exports to other Colonies can | Government Board whether, in view of 
be given for a series of years, but (except | the accidents that have recently occurred 





in the case of Canada) the institution of | 
preference has been too recent to enable 
any safe inference to be drawn as_ to 
its effect on the figures. 


Birmingham Celebrations—Continental 


orches. 
Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board 


of Trade whether his attention has been 
called to the growing trade in torches 
between Germany and Great Britain ; 
whether he is aware that at a recent 
demonstration in Birmingham 5,000 Ger- 
man torches were used, and that none of 
them 
and whether, as the sale of such articles 
without such a mark constitutes an in- | 
fringment of the Trade Marks Act, he 
can state why these were allowed to be 
imported, and whether any legal proceed- 
ings will follow on their importation. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I have no | 
official information on the subject of the | 
hon, Member’s Question, but I should be | 
glad to think that the followers and ad. 
mirers of the right hon. 
Member for West Birmingham enjoyed 
and appreciated for at least one evening 
the advantages of free trade. I have 
great doubt if there was any contraven- 
tion of the Merchandise Marks Acts, but 
in any case action would be difficult, as 
I understand that the last particle of 
evidence as to the nationality of the 
sorches was consumed in the course of 
the festivities. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman consider the advisability 
of suggesting to the promoters of cele- 
brations, such as these, the giving of 
preference to the Colonies in the matter 


were marked made in Germany ; | 


Gentleman the | 


to motor ‘buses, 


he will take steps to 
| revise the 


regulations of the Local 
| Government Board, by making it com- 
| paeory for every motor ‘bus to have an 
| extra emergency brake at the rear of the 
| car under the control of the conductor. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
(GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Joun 
| Burns, Battersea) : I will give considera- 
| tion to the suggestion of my hon. friend. 


| Literature for the Blind —Postage Rates 
Viscount VALENTIA (Oxford) : [beg 
| to ask the Postmaster-General if he is now 
in a position to make a statement in re- 
| gard to the reduction in the postage on 
literature for the blind, which he promised 
in his speech on Post Office Estimates. 


| Ture POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
| SypNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar): I hope to ‘be able to carry out a 
considerable reduction in the postage on 
‘literature for the blind very shortly. A 
book printed in type for the blind consists 
‘of two to three, and sometimes four 
volumes, for each volume printed in the 
| ordinary type, while the volumes them- 
selves are bulky and heavy. Thus the 
existing postage rates involve a very 
serious charge on the blind because of 
their affliction. I am advised, however, 
that these reductions cannot be made by 
Treasury Warrant under the existing 
Post Office Acts, and that it is necessary 


| 
| 


for the Porsmaster-General to obtain 
special powers. I am, therefore, to-day 
introducing a Bill which will give 


authority to the Postmaster-General to 
fix special postal rates in respect of books 
and papers impressed for the blind, and 
to make regulations in respect to their 
transmission by post. I venture to hope 
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that the House will allow me to take the 
Bill a non-contentious measure, in 
order that it may pass through all its 
stages before the adjournment, so that 
the proposed reductions can be put into 
force at an early date. Until the Bill 
has passed this House, I am afraid I 
cannot indicate the exact nature of the 
reductions I propose. 


as 


Postage Stamps at Railway Stations. 
Mr. H. H. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) : 
| beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he can see his way to make 
arrangements for the sale of postage 
stamps at the principal railway stations. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Railway 
companies as a rule are unwilling to sell 
stamps at their telegraph offices at railway 
stations; but Messrs W. H. Smith and 
Sons have licences for the sale of stamps 
at all stations where they have bookstalls, 
and negotiations are in progress with 
Messrs. Wyman and Sons to the same 
end 


Postal Employees and Volunteer Camps. 

Mr. McCRAE (Edinburgh, FE.) : [beg 
to ask the Postmaster General whether 
facilities will be afforded to the postal 
employees in Edinburgh and Leith district 
who are Volunteers, to enable them to 
attend camp for annual training. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : The reply 
is in the aftirmative, so far as the require- 
ments of the postal service will adimit, 


Mr. McCRAE: Have not all applica- 
tions for leave for camps in July been 
refused 1 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : I have not 


heard so ; I will inquire. 


Pupil Teachers—Training Centres. 

Mr. SNOWDEN (Blackburn): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Education whether he is aware that school 
boards and local education 
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, centres, whether suitable or not, and the 


transference of the pupils to secondary 
schools during the two years of appren- 
ticeship, such secondary schools being in 
many instances outside public control, 
and in some instances denominational in 
their tendency ; and whether, having 
regard to the desirability of securing 
distinct professional training. under com- 
plete popular control, for pupil teachers, 
he will take the necessary measures to 


preserve such centres for the — pro- 
fessional training of young teachers, 


while secondary schools continue to give 
that general and specialised instruction 
required by other students. 


THE PRESIDENT oF tHe BOARD 
or EDUCATION (Mr. Brrre ct, Bristol, 
N.): Before the Act of 1902 school 
boards having had no power to conduct 
secondary schools were necessarily re- 
stricted to educating their pupil teachers 
in special classes or centres established 
solely for that purpose. Some of these 
have been continued since 1902 by the 
local education authorities, and some new 
ones have been established and_ recog: 
nised, usually on a temporary basis, 
pending the development of a secondary 
school. The Answer to the second 
paragraph is in the negative, except 
where it is manifestly desirable and 
possible to provide a decidedly better 
education for the pupil teachers by such 
achange. In reply to the third paragraph, 
I can only say that a good general educa- 
tion for these young persons between the 
ages of sixteen and twenty seems to me, 
and I believe to all educational experts, 
a matter of far greater importance than 
any attempt to develop in them at so 
early an age any special technica! 
dexterity in handling large classes or 
other professional specialities, which can 
only be achieved by stunting their in- 
tellectual development at what is perhaps 


the most important stage of their menta! 


authorities | 


under the Act of 1902, acting under the | 


advice and encouragement of the Board 
of Fdueation, have established with 
successful results centres for the training 


of pupil teachers; whether he is aware | 


that inspectors of the Board of Education 
are now stating that the present policy of 


growth. 


Fetlar Fuel Supply 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland if he is aware that an 
important district in Fetlar is unable to 
supply itself with fuel, except at great 
risk to life and limb; and if he will 
permit an officer of the Congested 
Districts Board to visit the island and 


the Board involves the closing of such | report. 


G 2 
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THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND | 
(Mr. SINCLAIR, Forfarshire) : This matter 
has been before the Congested Districts 
Board, who in pursuance of their general 
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Crofters Acts. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 

| tary for Scotland whether he is now in a 

| position to state on what date the pro- 


policy decline to give a grant for the | mised Crofters Acts Amendment Bill 


construction of a road into a peat moss. 


The Board are, however, prepared to send 
an officer to examine and report upon a 
bridge which it is understood is required, 
provided the persons locally responsible 
ask them to do so and supply requisite 
information as to the character of the 
work to be undertaken. 


will be introduced; and in view of the 
‘limited time at the disposal of the Govy- 
ernment before the House rises, will the 
Bill be brought in under the ten minute 
Rule ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I can at present 
_add nothing to the reply given on Wed- 


| nesday last to my hon. friend,7 


Sanitation in the Island of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
heg to ask the Secretary for Scotland, in | 
view of the insanitary condition of the 
townships in the island of Lewis, as 
disclosed in Dr, Dithnar’s Report, 
published upwards of a year ago, will he 
state the result of his application to the | 
Treasury for the funds requisite to | 
improve the sanitary condition of the 
island. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The subject is still | 
under consideration, and I regret to say | 
that I can at present make no announce- | 
ment upon it. 

Mr. WEIR: I was told that three | 


months ago. 


Vatersay Cottars. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland if he will state the nature of | 
the arrangements under which landless 
cottars, who recently seized the Isle of | 
Vatersay, Outer Hebrides, have been | 
allowed to remain, 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The island of | 
Vatersay has not been seized by cottars, | 
as stated by the hon. Member, but cattle | 
belonging to cottars have been ferried | 
over by them to the island and left to | 
graze on lands in the occupation of the 
tenant farmer. I understand that the 
cattle are stillthere. [am notaware that 
any arrangements have been made. 


Mr. WEIR: Has not some of the land 


been taken ? 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No, Sir, none has 
been seized. 


Mr. WEIR: I appeal to the Prime 
Minister—have the Government any 
honest intention of proceeding with this 
sill, or do they intend to allow years to 
elapse before doing anything? Cannot 
he infuse any energy into the Scottish 
Oftice ? 


Sir H, CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not think there is any lack of energy. 
But this Bill raises larger questions than 
my hon. friend has any idea of. That is 
the reason for the delay. 


Mr. WEIR: Will it be introduced 


| this year ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I have no other expectations. 


Royal Canal—Board of Control. 

Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
now give the names of the new Members 
proposed to be added to the Board of 


| Control of the Royal Canal; if not, can 
'he give an assurance that they shall be 


Irishmen, not nominated or suggested by 
any railway company, but interested in 
the preservation and development of the 
canal for heavy traffic. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, 8.): The 
question of filling the two vacancies on 
the Board of Control of the Royal Canal 
is under consideration, but Iam not yet 
in a position to make an announcement 
on the subject. There has been no idea 
of appointing anyone but an Irishman, 
nor has any nomination or suggestion 
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been made by or invited from any rail- 
way company. Under the statute regu- 
lating the appointment, the persons to be 
appointed must not be shareholders of 
the Midland Great Western Railway 
Company or of any canal or inland 
navigation in Ireland. In reply to sup- 
plementary Questions of which the hon. 
Member has given me private notice, I 
beg to say that the Board of Control 
inform me that it is not the case that the 
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Royal Canal is now in a worse state than | 


ever before. It has been ascertained 
from the Midland Great Western Rail- 
way Company, that a one-horse boat 
carrying a cargo of from 45 to 50 tons 
can now be taken from Dublin to Mullin- 
gar in three days. Any question as to 
the action which is being taken by the 
Canal Commission should be addressed 
to my right hon. friend the President of 
the Board of Trade. 


Colonel Malone’s Westmeath Estate. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland, in view of the facts that 
Colonel Malone’s Baronstown _ estate, 
Westmeath, was inspected prior to the 
instructions now in force and not in 
accordance with them, that the estate 
comprises three untenanted farms, Cum- 
minstown, Baronstown, and Ballycorkey, 
and thirty-four tenants of uneconomic 
holdings, will those farms be distributed 
among those smail tenants and other 
eligible persons in the neighbourhood ; 
und, if the report before the Estates Com- 
missioners be insutticient for this purpose, 
will further inquiry or inspection be 
made before any contrary ruling. 


Mr. 


sioners 


BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
inform me that there are no 
untenanted farms on that portion of 
Colonel Malone’s estate which has been 
inspected and declared to he an estate 
for the purposes of sale. here are, 
however, two large tenanted farms upon 
the estate which is being sold, and these 
are occupied under agreements entered 
into more than twenty years ago. The 
Commissioners are considering the amount 
of the advances to be made for the pur- 
chase of these holdings, and do not think 
it necessary to have any further inquiry 
or inspection made. 
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Barrigone (Limerick) Evicted Tenant 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that John Houlihan was 
evicted from his holding at Morgan’s, 
Barrigone, in the county of Limerick, in 
the year 1888, by the landlord, Mr. 
Charles Sands, since deceased; that 
application for reinstatement was made 
by him to the Estates Commissioners ; 
that the landlady, Mrs. Mildred Sands, 
has sold the estate, under the Land Act. 
1903, in which the evicted farm is situate : 
that in the year 1905 she made applica- 
tion to the Estates Commissioners to 
divide this evicted farm from her other 
lands adjoining it, with a view to rein- 
stating the evicted tenant; that the 
Estates Commissioners have as yet done 
nothing in the matter; and will he say 
what is the reason for this neglect on 
their part. 


(Questions. 


*\Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners iniorm me that they have 
received from John Houlihan an applica- 


tion for reinstatement in his former 
holding. It appears that the holding is 


oceupied by Mrs. Sands, who purchased 
it and other Jands as one holding under 
the Land Purchase Acts. Mrs. Sands 
has applied to the Land Commission for 
liberty to divide the lands so purchased 
by her with a view to the sale of the 
divided portions, and the Land Commis- 
sion has consented to the division of the 
lands into lots. The Land Commission 
are not aware that any sale has yet taken 
place, and no application on the subject 
has been made by Mrs. Sands to the 
Estates Commissioners. ‘The Estates 
Commissioners will favourably consider 
any application made to them with a view 
to the reinstatement of Houlihan, and, in 
any event, inquiry will, in due course, be 
made into the case by their local inspector. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Will the 
Estates Commissioners before advancing 
any money in connection with the sale 
of the estate by Mrs. Sands see that 
Houlihan is re-instated ? 


*Mr. BRYCE: I have no control over 
the Estates Commissioners. All I can do 
is to transmit the wishes expressed by 
the hon. Member. They have been 
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vested with special control over these 
matters by Parliament. 


Questions. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: When the 
Act was passed was it not on the under- 
standing that all these evicted tenants 
should be re-instated ? 


*Mr. BRYCE: If so, then that would 
be a proper matter to bring under the 
notice of the Estates Commissioners. 


Irish Magistracy. 

Mr. MEEHAN (Queen’s County, 
Leix): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the  Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether his attention has been called to 
the Returns of the number of magistrates 
appointed in Treland, dated March 14th, 
1905, and March 22nd, 1906, from which 
it appears that from March, 1902, to 
March, 1906, 608 appointments to the 
Commission of the Peace were made, and 
that of this number 430 were non-Catholic 
and 178 Catholic; whether, seeing the 
Catholics number 80 per cent. of the 
population of Ireland, he can give any 
reason why the percentage of Catholics 
appointed to the magistracy and other 
public appointments are not equal to this 
proportion of the population, or at least 
equal to the number of non-Catholic 
appointments ; and will he take steps to 
have appointed a number of Catholics 
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recently appointed to a position in the 
Irish Land Commission, still continues to 
carry on the business of a land agent, or 
assistant in a land agent's office ; is he 
aware if Mr. Wilkinson frequently attends 
at the land agency offices between the 
hours of 10 am. and 5 p.m. ; whether, 
under the rules of the Civil Service, an 
official hound to serve in his oftice 
between the hours mentioned; and 
whether, if Mr. Wilkinson is employed in 
the land agency office, he will order Mr 
Wilkinson’s services in the Land Commis 
sion to be discontinued, and a properly 
qualified member of the staff promoted to 
discharge the duties of the position which 
Mr. Wilkinson now occupies. 


Questions. 


is 


*Mr. BRYCE: Iam informed by the 
Land Commission that it is not the case 
that Mr. Wilkinson continues to carry on 
the business of a land agent or assistant 
in a land agent’s office, and that he does 
not attend at any land agency 
during the hours named, The Commis 
sioners have knowiedge that Mr. Wilkin 
son's time is wholly devoted to their 
services during official hours. 


otlices 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare): Will the 
right hon. Gentleman say out of what 
land agent’s office Mr. Wilkinson came 


/ 


and who recommended him ! 


equal to the non-Catholics who at present , 


hold the Commission of the Peace. 


*Mr. BRYCE : The Returns to which 
the hon. Member refers show that the 
numbers of Catholie and non-Catholic 
magistrates appointed during the periods 
mentioned are as stated. Nearly all 
these appointments were made before 
His Majesty’s present Government came 
into office. As regards the concluding 
inquiry, the Lord Chancellor informs me 
that he has been giving the matter care- 
ful consideration, and has already signed 
warrants for the appointment of 107 new 
county magistrates, of whom seventy- 
seven are Catholics. Other appointments 


have been arranged, and the warrants | 


will be issued as soon as certain 


formalities have been completed. 


Irish Land Commission—Mr. Wilkinson’s 
Appointment. 


Mr. MEEHAN : I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- | 


land whether he is aware if Mr. Wilkinson, 


*\MIR. BRYCE: I have no knowledge 


Ballynoe (Cork) Evicted Tenant. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lientenant of Ireland whether the Estates 
Commissioners have received an applica- 
tion from Mr. Timothy Donovan, evicted 
tenant, of Ballynoe, Kanturk Union, 
county Cork ; and whether, in view of 
the fact that the holding is in the hands 
of the landlords, Messrs. Barry, of Kan- 
turk, the Commissioners will communicate 
with them in the hope of effecting a 
friendly arrangement which may lead to 
the reinstatement of the evicted tenant. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that they have re- 
‘ceived from Timothy Donovan an 
application for reinstatement, and have 
approached the landlords’ agent on the 
subject, but have not yet received his 
| reply. 
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(Questions. 


Mr. FLYNN : Seeing that the land is 
in the hands of the landlords and there 
are no legal difficulties to overcome, can- 
not the Commissioners expe‘lite matters ! 


Mr. BRYCE: They are doing all they 
can in that direction ; but it is not pos- 
sible for all tenants to be reinstated in 
their former holdings, and in those cases 
efforts are made to find other holdings 
for them. 


Boycotting Statistics. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
will state the number of cases of attacks 
pon persons and property, malicious 
damage, boycotting, intimidation, and 
threatening letters reported to the con- 
stabulary in Ireland during the six months 
ended June 30th last: and the number 
of convictions obtained in respect of these 
offences. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Inspector-General 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary informs 
me that it was not possible to compile the 
required information in the short time 
since this Question was put down. — If 
the hon. Member should think fit to re- 
new the Question after a few days I shall 
be prepared to answer it. 


Mr. LONSDALE: I will repeat the 
{Juestion in a few days. 


St. Johns Bridge, Kilkenny. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
| beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the County Council of Kil- 
kenny and the Corporation of Kilkenny 
have agreed to jointly contribute the cost 
of rebuilding St. John’s Bridge in {Kil- 
kenny city, but through an unforeseen 
defect in the Local Government (Ireland) 
Act, 1898, they cannot do so; whether as 
the work in question would be one of 
public utility to the city, and county of 
Kilkenny and the adjoining counties, and 
further because of the employment its 
reconstruction would afford for unem- 
ployed artisans and labourers in Kilkenny 
during next winter, he will endeavour to 
induce the Government to afford the time 
necessary to pass into Law the Bill now 
before the House to remedy this defect. 
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Mr. BRYCE: It is, I understand, the 
fact that the Kilkenny County Council 
and the Kilkenny Urban Distriet Council 
have agreed to contribute jointly the cost 
of rebuilding the bridge referred to, and 
it is also the case that there is no provision 
in the Local Government (Ireland) Act 
enabling them to make a joint contribu- 
tion for the purpose. The proposed 
work would certainly be one of public 
utility, but it is questionable whether the 
matter is of vital importance, having 
regard to the many competing claims 
upon the time of the House. The ques- 
tion, however, of affording facilities for 
the bill is for my right hon. friend the 
Prime Minister, to whom I will represent 
the circumstances, together with any other 
considerations which the Hon. Member 
may desire to bring to notice. 


Boycotting at Drumkeerin, Leitrim 


Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
culled to the scenes of disorder at Drum- 
keerin, county Leitrim, arising out of a 
boycot of Charles Brady, of Druminafinlo, 
who is in occupation of an evicted farm ; 
whether he is aware that Braly has been 
obliged to purchase food for his family in 
places twenty miles and more from his 
home, that on Saturday, July 7th, he was 
assailed by a crowd of persons who de- 
stroyed his provisions, that the police who 
came to the rescue were attacked with 
sticks and stones, and a head constable 
seriously wounded ; and what steps are 
heing taken to restore order and respect 
for the Law in this district. 


Mr. BRYCE: The case referred to 
appears to be that of Thomas Brady, 
estate bailiff, who acts as caretaker of 
three farms from which evictions recently 
took place. Brady is not himself the 
tenant of an evicted farm. ‘The occur- 
rence of July 7th is the subject of a pend- 
ing prosecution against several persons, 
and it would be undesirable to make a 
statement upon it while those proceedings 
are sul judice. The head constable was 
assaulted, but it is not the case that he 
was seriously wounded. The local police 
force has been strengthened, and the 
necessary steps are being taken for the 
preservation of the peace. 
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Labourers (Ireland) Bill—Loans. Arbitrations under the Labourers Acts. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: I beg to} Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY: I beg the 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-| Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has | of Ireland, whether in the event of the 
received copies of resolutions from the | Labourers (Ireland) Bill becoming Law 
Limerick and Glin district councils show- | the arbitrator appointed in connection 
ing the reasons why the financial pro- | with the Labourers (Ireland) Acts will be 
visions of the Labourers (Ireland) Bill | paid a fixed salary or by the job ; and, if 
ought to be made retrospective as regards | in the latter case, whether his fees will he 
the repayment of outstanding loans | fixed. 





borrowed for the purposes of the Acts ; | 


and, if so, will he say whether it is the 
intention of the Government to have them 
made retrospective. 


Mr. BRYCE: Resolutions to the 
effect stated have been received. The 
intentions of the Government will be 


stated when the Bill reaches the Report | 


Stage. 


Kilmallock Council’s Expenses for 
Labourers Cottages Scheme. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : I beg toask | 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether he is aware | 
that the expenses charged to the rural | 


district council of Kilmallock, in the 
county of Limerick, by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, in connection with their 
application for a Provisional Order, 
made in November 1905, in connection 
with the Labourers (Ireland) Acts, 
amounted to £101 10s. 6d.; and, if so, 
in what way were these expenses incurred 
by the Board ; and whether, in the event 
of the Labourers (Ireland) Bill becoming 
law, the scale of expenses of the inspector 
and Local Government Board in the 
making of Provisional Orders will be 
reduced. 


Mr. BRYCE: The expenses of this 
inquiry, amounting to £101 10s. 6d., 
were made up as follows : Advertising the 
inquiry, £7 10s. Od. ; shorthand writing. 
£78 13s. 9d. ; law costs for preparation of 
of order, £10 10s. 9d; publication of 
order, £4 16s. Od. One of the objects of 
the Bill at present before Parliament is 
to cheapen the procedure under the 
Labourers Acts, but it is to be noted 
that the Board do not charge the local 
authorities with the salary or expenses 
of the inspectors, or with the expenses of 
the Board except the actual legal, re- 
porting, and advertising expenses. 


| 


| Mr. BRYCE: The appointment and 
| remuneration of arbitrators will be fully 
| considered by the Local Government 
Board when framing the general rules 
for carrying the Labourers Acts into 
effect, as provided by Clause 25 of the 
| Bill at present before Parliament. It 


| 
| would at present be premature to make a 
| statement in the matter. Every effort 
| will be made to get the work done as 
jcheaply as possible consistent with 
| etticiency. 
| 
| 
| 


Complaint against an Assistant Land 
Commissioner. 

| Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY: I beg to 
|ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
| tenant of Ireland if he will say what has 
‘been the result of the inquiries of the 
| Land Commission into the matter of Mr. 
| Lionel Croasdale, a Commissioner whose 
| term of office has expired, and now valu- 
ing land for the landlords, sending an 
official postcard of the Land Commission 
‘toa Mr. Richard Sheehy, a tenant in the 
‘county of Limerick, who was going into 
‘court to have a fair rent fixed, and noti- 
ifying him that he was to inspect the 
| holding and asking him to meet him, and 
| which led Mr. Sheehy into the belief that 
| he was still a Commissioner ; and whether 
\the Land Commission approve of Mr 
Croasdale’s conduct in the matter ? 


| Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
'Land Commission that Mr. Croasdale, 
‘late assistant Commissioner, admits that, 
jafter his term of oftice had expired, he 
| used an official form of postcard notifying 
his intention of inspecting the holding 
'referred to. Mr. Croasdale points out 
that his postcard indicated that his 
inspection was to be on behalf of the 
‘landlord, and that before he visited the 
'holding he explained to the tenant 
_ the capacity in which he stood. The Com- 
| missioners, however consider, that Mr. 
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Croasdale’s use of the posteard was 
unwarranted. 


Labourers Acts Inquiries. 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he will insert 
a clause in the Labourers (Ireland) Bill 
providing that the inspector of the Local 
Government Board when holding a local 
inquiry in connection with the Labourers 
Acts, shall not require the attendance of 
the medical officers of health in the 
different unions in Ireland, when they are 
obliged to give evidence in connection 
with schemes under these Acts at local 
inquiries, beyond the first day of the 
inquiry, with a view of saving expense 
to the ratepayers. 


Mr. BRYCE: In the opinion of the 
Local Government Board the suggestion 
contained in the Question would only be 
practicable in the case of small schemes, 
the inquiries into which will last but a 
couple of days or so. In the case of large 
schemes, it has been found necessary to 
arrange beforehand the days on which the 
cases in certain specitied electoral divisions 
will he heard at the inquiry, so that the 
solicitors, medical officers, and witnesses 
may know definitely when their atten- 
dance will be required ; and this system 
seems to have generally met the conveni- 
ence of all parties. But if an inquiry is 
to last a week or ten days the giving of 
all the medical evidence on the opening 
day would necessitate the attendance on 
that day of all witnesses wishing to 
challenge doctor’s reports, and of all 
solicitors intending to cross-examine 
medical officers. The suggestion, there- 
fore, while perhaps effecting a trifling 
economy in one direction, would increase 
expense in other directions and tend to 
introduce confusion into the inquiry. 
Where the council are desirous of an 
inquiry being arranged with a certain 
order of procedure, an inspector is always 
prepared to give due weight to any re- 
presentations made to him in the matter. 


Extern Teachers. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether any, and, 
if so, what action has been taken by the 
Commissioners of National Edueation 
with a view to recognising the employ- 
ment of extern teachers, and the necessity, 


{18 JuLy 1906} 


Questions. 210 


in making new appointments of teachers 
in Irish-speaking districts, of requiring 
such teachers to have an oral knowledge 
of Irish. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
Commissioners of National Education 
that they have adopted the following 
rules :—“ Qualified extern teachers may 
be recognised in national schools with the 
approval of the Commissioners to give 


instruction in certain subjects of the 
programme in which the ordinary 
teachers are not qualified.” “In the 


case of new appointments to schools in 
Irish-speaking districts, the teachers are 
required to have an oral knowledge 
of Irish.” 


Kilkeasy Lands, Kilkenny. 

Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Irish Land Commission 
are landlords of certain lands of Kilkeasy, 
in the county of Kilkenny, held by 
fifteen tenants; that up to 1893 these 
lands were held from the Irish Land 
Commission by middlemen ; that in conse- 
quence of the non-payment of rent by 
these middlemen they were ejected by 
the Land Commission in 1893; that a 
representative of the Land Commission 
then induced some of the occupying 
tenants to sign agreements to become 
tenants to the Land Commission at a 
rent which was nearly three times the 
rent previously payable to the Land 
Commission by the middlemen; that 
these tenants got an undertaking from 
the representative of the Irish Land 
Commission, before signing such agree- 
ments, that the Land Commission would 
sell to them under the Land Purchase 
Acts at 16} years’ purchase of the rent 
so agreed on, and that the purchase 
agreements would be sent to them for 
signature; and will he say why this 
arrangement has not hitherto been carried 
out, and whether the Land Commission 
will now have effect given to it. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
Land Commission that the lands referred 
to consist of Church Temporalities 
property, of which they are the owners. 
The middlemen’s interest in these lands 
was determined in the year 1898 by an 


ejectment for non-payment of rent. On 
that occasion the occupying tenants 
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were not dispossessed; but they | of progress it will take half a century to 


attorned, in accordance with the statute, 
and became tenants to the Land Com- 
mission at the rents at which they then 


held their holdings, most of which were | 


judicial rents. ‘The Land Commission 
have no record that any such  under- 
taking as is referred to in the Question 
was given, 


Mr. OMARA: But the tenants have 
a record. 

Mr. BRYCE: 
the facts before the 


Then let them bring 
Land Commission. 


Mr. O'MARA: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman take care they are not 
evicted before they have an opportunity 
of doing so ! 


Mr. BRYCE: [ apprehend there will 
be no difficulty raised about that. 


Cork Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Tre- 
land whether he is aware that the Estates 
Commissioners have appointed up to the 
present only one inspector for duty in the 
county of Cork ; and whether, in view of 
the size of that county, its large agricul- 
tural population, and the considerable 
number of evicted farms and of estates 
containing untenanted grass land, the 
Commissioners are prepared to arrange 
for the appointment of a sutticient number 
of inspectors to deal with the large 
amount of business to be dealt with under 
the Act of 1903. 


Mr. BRYCE: As I have stated in 
reply to previous Questions, the number 
of assistant inspectors specially appointed 


for the purpose of inquiring — into 
the cases of evicted tenants is six. 
The Estates Commissioners inform me | 


that one of these assistant inspectors has 


been assigned tu county Cork. The Com- | 
missioners make the best use of the statf 


at their disposal, but obviously, it will 


take some time to inquire into the cases | 


of all evicted tenants who have sent in 
applications. | The Commissioners will 
arrange for the inspection, by theii 


ordinary staff of inspectors, of all un- | 


tenanted land offered for sale to them. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that at the present rate 


hon. 


reinstate all the tenants, of whom there 
are 487 in the county of Cork ? 


Mr. BRYCE: I hope that will not be 
the case. I am told they are now pro- 
gressing much more rapidly. 


Mr. KILBRIDE: Is not the delay 
largely due te the unwillingness of the 
landlords to co-operate with the Estates 
Commissioners ! 


Mr. BRYCE: That is undoubtedly so 
in some cases, but it must not be taken 
to be universal. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : Is the right 
Gentleman aware that although 
there are over 300 evicted tenants in 
county Limerick no inspector has been 
sent there ? 


Mr. BRYCE: The inspector is finishing 
his work in county Clare, and I hope he 
will soon be able to pass into Limerick 


Congestion—The Commission of Inquiry. 

Mr. GINNELL : [beg to ask the Chiet 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether, in view of the terms of 
reference of the Commission appointed to 
inquire into congestion, he will expand 
the terms so as to expressly include all 
uneconomic agricultural holdings and all 
untenanted land; will he arrange that 
those responsible for the present inflation 
of prices shall not have a majority on the 
Commission ; and will the Commission be 
required to report within the present 
year; and if not, will he persist in 
setting up the Commission. 


Mr. BRYCE: Sueh an expansion of 
the terms of reference as is suggested in 
the (Juestion would so greatly enlarge 
the scope of the Commission as to involve 

a great prolongation of its labours. The 
question of untenanted land will, however, 
be fully considered in its relations to the 
problem of congestion. I do not know 
who are intended in the Question as the 
persons responsible for the present intla- 
tion of prices. ‘The Commission will, it 
is hoped, report at the earliest date at 
which it can do so consistently with the 
proper consideration of the matters 
| referred to it. 
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Mr. GINNELL: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that a large number of | 
people are bitterly disappointed with the | 
terms of reference ? 


Mr. BRYCE: No, Sir. On the con- | 


[ think the Commission has given 


trary, 
every satisfaction in Ireland. 
Mr. GINNELL: To emphasise its 


character will the right hon. Gentleman 
add Lord Dunraven and Lord Clanri- 
earde ! 


An HON. MEMBER: And Ginnell too. 
|No Answer was returned. | 


Irish Poor Law Medical Service. 

Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.): 
[ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Treland whether he is 
aware that the Local Government Board 
tor Ireland has recently issued a special 
order requiring that every medical prac- 
titioner qualifiel after the Ist May, 1906, 
who may seek any appointment, either 
temporary permanent, in the Poor 
Law medical shall produce a 
special certificate of proficiency in vacel- 
nation, which must he obtained from 
three selected medical men in the whole 
of Ireland, one each in Dublin, Cork, and 
belfast ; whether, seeing that the differ- 
ent universities and licensing corporations 
weept as sutlicient certificates of instruc- 
tion in vaccination granted to medical 
students by the public vaccinators in 
Duolin, Cork, Galway and Belfast, and 
that neither of the coctors selected in 
Cork and Belfast is a public vaccinator, 
will he explain why the certificates of 
instruction in vaccination, issued by 
dispensing medical officers (who are the 
responsible public vaccinators in Ireland), 
are not sutlicient for the requirements of 
the Local Government Board; and 
whether he will cause the new order to be 
withdrawn or so modified as to allow of 
the certificates of public vaccinators 
heing accepted in future. 


or 


sery ice 


the 
The 


Mr. BRYCE: The Answer to 
first inquiry is in the affirmative. 
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important subject of vaccination as would 
fit them for the responsible duties of 
publie vaccinators. The Board consider 
that this end can best be attained by the 
selection of one competent instructor in 
each of the teaching centres. A medical 
practitioner cannot be sanctioned as a 
public vaccinator in Great Britain unless 


he possesses a certificate of proficiency in 


vaccination from an authorised teacher ; 
and, in the opinion of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, the interests of the public 
demand that a like qualification should 
be prescribed for Ireland. The responsi 
bility for making suitable regulations in 
the matter is vested by Statute in the 
Local Government Board, who do not see 
any reason for withdrawing or modifying 
their order. 


Shimla River Salmon Fishery. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether the attention of the 
Board of Conservators has been drawn to 
the fact that the Earl of Annesley, 
through his builitf, isin the habit of fishing 
for salmon within the half-mile limit at 
Shimla River, Neweastle, county Down, 
whilst fishermen who pay the same license 
duty are prohibited from doing so; and 
whether steps will be taken to have the 
half-mile limit marked, and to have the 
regulations enforced irrespective of 
persons. 


Mr. BRYCE: The use of all nets for 
the capture of salmon within half a-mile 
of the defined mouth of any Irish river is 
illegal, save by the owner of a several 
tishery therein. The Department of 
Agriculture understand that the Earl of 


| Annesley claims a several fishery within 
' half-a-mile of the defined mouth of the 


| The 


Shimla River. Prosecutions are now 
being taken by the loeal Board of Con- 
servators members of the 
public for fishing within this half-mile. 
Department will take steps to 


against some 


| ascertain whether this half-mile limit can 


object of the Local Government Board in | 


issuing the order referred to was to 
ensure that young medical men who 
enter the Poor Law service should first 
receive such therough instruction in the 


'servators against the Earl of Annesley ! 


be satisfactorily marked. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Will the right hon. 


Gentleman support the Board of Con- 
} 


Mr. BRYCE: I do not know that I 
have any power over the Board. 
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Irish Finance. 
Mr. FLYNN : 
tary to the Treasury in reference to 
Return 190, County Officers and Courts 
(Ireland) Act, 1877, whether he can state 
if the entire sum of £24,815 is paid 
directly to the Treasury ; whether the 
net amount received by the Inland 
Revenue Department in respect of fee 
stamps, £21,105, is credited to the Irish 
account in the Annual Return as to 
receipts, expenditure, and contribution to 
revenue ; and what is the explanation of 
the fact that the amount paid by the 
Treasury, under Section 25 of the Act, is 
returned as nil. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): The total sum of 
£24,815 2s, 3d. shown in the Return was 
made up of a sum of £21,105 14s. &d., 
which was received by the Inland 
Revenue and paid over to the Exchequer 
as part of the Miscellaneous Revenue, 
and of sums amounting together to 
£3,709 7s, 7d., which were appropriated 
in aid of the County Court Ofticers 
(Ireland) Vote, thereby reducing the 
issues required from the Exchequer for 
the service of that Vote. The net amount 
received by the Inland Revenue will in 
ordinary course be included under the 
head of Revenue derived from Ireland 
in the Financial Relations Return for 
1905-6. The reason for the n// return 
under Section 25 of the Act is that no 
pension is being paid under that section. 


Australian Commonwealth and the Navy. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether he is aware that 
the opinion of the Australian Common- 
wealth strongly favours the creation of a 
local Navy in addition to a contribution 
to the Imperial fleet ; and whether in 
deference to this view, the Imperial 
Committee of Defence will reconsider the 
the scheme of Australian defence, which 
they have drawn up, with a view to 
making provision for an Australian local 
torpedo flotilla. 


Siz. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Iam aware that a section of opinion in 
Australia is in favour of the establish- 
ment of a local Naval force ; but there is 
no reason to believe that this is the 
opinion of the majority of Australians. 
The decision as to whether a local Navy 
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shall be initiated must rest with the 
Government of the Commonwealth. Up 
to the present time the Committee of 
Imperial Defence have only been asked 
by the Government of the Commonwealth 
to express its own views as to Australian 
defence, and those views have been 
forwarded to the Governor-General. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND asked 
whether it was not within the competence 
of the Australian Commonwealth _ to 
establish a local fleet, and that there was 
no power in the Imperial Parliament to 
prevent it. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAYN : 
As to the legal and the constitutional 
question, I do not know that I could 
give a sweeping answer. But practically 
that is so. I may add that, if the 
Commonwealth decide to have a_ local 
force, I should hope that they would 
take our advice as to the constitution of 
the force ; but it would be friendly advice. 


Royal Commissions. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby): I heg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury how 
many Royal Commissions have been 
announced by the Government, and how 
many have been appointed. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The Royal Commissions issued since 10th 
December, 1905, are as follows :—Canals 
and Waterways ; Horse-breeding (the old 
Commission was re-issued on 24th 
March); Metropolitan Police Duties; 
Health and Safety of Miners ; Church of 
England in Wales and Monmouthshire ; 
Coast Erosion ; Trinity College, Dublin ; 
Operation of the Acts dealing with 
Congestion in Ireland (about to issue). 
The Worcester Bribery Commission will 
also, I believe, shortly be issued. The 
inquiries by Royal Commission which we 
contemplate in addition to those enumer- 
ated include the question of Vivisection, 
the Lighting of our Coasts, and Shipping 
Rebates. 


Vote for Imperial Defence. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I beg to 
ask the Prime Minister when an oppor- 
tunity will be given for discussing the 
Vote for the Committee of Imperial 
Defence. 
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Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Iam afraid the only opportunity will be 
on the Appropriation Bill. 
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POINT OF ORDER. 

Mr. SOARES (Devonshire, Barn- 
staple): I wish to ask if it is in order 
for (uestions supplementary to Questions 
put to one Mimster to be addressed to 
another Minister ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, if they are 
relevant to the first Question asked I see 
no reason why they should not be so 
put. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Sir WILLIAM GuRDON reported from 
the Committee of Selection ; That they 
had discharged the following Member 
irom the Standing Committee on Trade 
(including Agriculture and_ Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures, in respect 
of the Town Tenants (Ireland) Bill: Mr. 
Charles Devlin; and had appointed in 
substitution: Mr. Nolan. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 

Leave to the Committee to make a 
Special Report. 

Special Report brought up, and read. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 270.] 


CRIMINAL APPEAL BILL [Lorps}. 

Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday July 30th, and 
to be printed. [Bill 316.] 


NEW BILL. 


POST OFFICE (LITERATURE FOR THE 
BLIND) BILL. 

“ To facilitate the transmission by post 
of books and papers impressed for the 
use of the blind,” presented by Mr. 
Sydney Buxton; to be read a second 


time to-morrow, and to be printed. 
[Bill 315.] 
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Considered in Committee. 


EDUCATION 


(In the Committee). 


[Mr. Emmott (Oldham) in the Chair. | 
Clause 38 :— 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF EDUCATION (Mr. Brrre tt, Bristol, 
N.) moved to insert in line 32, page 21, 
after ‘‘ schools’ the words ‘‘ and to the 
Royal Hospital School, Greenwich,” this 
school having been accidently omitted 
from the clause. 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 21, line 32, after the word * schools’ 
to insert the words ‘ and to the Royal Hospital 
School, Greenwich.’ ”"—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley) said there were six such schools, and 
he did not see why if one was to receive 
special treatment the other five should 
not also be similarly treated. 


Mr. BIRRELL said he was told that 
the Royal Hospital School stood in a 
different position from the others and, 
therefore, was the only one which need 
be inserted. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


*Mr. ACLAND (Yorkshire, Richmond) 
moved an Amendment to the effect 
that schools for demonstration and 
practice connected with training colleges 
inspected by the Board of Education 
should be included amongst those schools 
in receipt of Parliamentary grant. Hesaid 
that these schools, which he wished to 
receive special treatment were schools 
of a special nature and corresponded to 
the laboratory and dissecting rooms 
for the training of doctors. They were 
schools in which teachers were trained 
before they were competent to go out 
into the schools under the local 
authorities, and were institutions for 
practising the art of teaching. They 
were usually very small schools and the 
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classes rarely exceeded in composition 
ten or twenty children. These classes 
were often attended by a particular kind 
of child, viz., those difficult to in- 
struct or who were slightly defective 
in some way and_ whose _ parent 
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preferred to send them there rather than | 


to the larger schools of the ordinary 
elementary character. It was necessary 
for the efficient organisation of these 


schools that they should be subject to | 


special regulations—first, because ex- 
periments were made in connection 
with methods and apparatus, secondly, 
because it was essential that the classes 
should be smaller than those of the 
ordinary elementary school, and thirdly, 


because they had to be partly staffed by | 
the special staff of the training college. | 


It was necessary that entire freedom 


should be given to the master of method | 
in the training college in selecting an | 


efficient staff to act as teachers in these 
particular schools. Indeed, special treat- 


ment was necessary in order that the | 


schools should exist at all. Efficient train- 
ing could not be given unless the school 
were an integral part of the training 
college. The difficulty of getting these 
schools started at all would be consider- 
ably removed if special regulations were 
granted to them. Local authorities, if 
the schools were under them, would 
be quite within their rights if they re- 
quired that these schools should be 
as big and staffed in the same way as 
other schools, but if that were done 
their usefulness would be lost. He 
sincerely hoped that there would be no 
opposition to his Amendment from the 
other side of the House, for he was 
assured that a similar proposal was left 
out of the Bill of 1902 by inadvertence. 
From the point of view of Ministerialis‘s 
he was sure they might all be perfectly 
clear that such provisions as might be 
ma‘le would not lead to any abuses. He 


thought they might safely leave the regu- | 


lations in connection with these schools 
to the Board of Education, because 
the officials of the Board would 
see that there were efficient guarantees 
for the conscience clause, the super- 


vision and publication of accounts, and | 


other essential matters. The schools 
would probably need high grants, and the 
Treasury would see they did not get 
beyond a certain size. 


Mr, Acland. 


MONS} and Wales) Pill. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 21, line 32, after the word ‘ schools’ 
to insert the words ‘ to schools for demonstra- 
tion and practiee connected with training 
colleges inspected by the Board of Education.’ ® 
—(Mr. Acland.) 
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Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Lorp BALCARRES thought — the 
schools were admirable institutions 


and the education given in them was 
better in many ways than that given in 
the ordinary elementary schools. He 
would like to know, however, whether the 
insertion of the words would affect the 
| existing status of the schools. 


| Str HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) said he could not 
think that the President of the Board of 
Education had considered whether these 
‘new schools would be put in the same 
| position as the State-aided schools. 


Mr. BIRRELL said it was not intended 


in any way to alter their present position. 


Sir HENRY CRAIK said that under 
Section 10 a grant was paid to the local 
authority in respect of attendance at a 
particular school. In the case of the 
new State-aided schools it was expressly 
provided that they should get this grant, 
| and he wished to know if it was intended 
'that tiese new schools should share the 
| grant which was to be paid to the local 
authority. 


Mr. BIRRELL said the hon. Member 
was an expert in these matters, but he 
could not quite could not quite follow 
jhis argument. He could assure him, 
| . . 
| however, that nothing was intended to 
| prevent these schools getting whatever 
/grants they were now receiving. 


| 
| Que-tior put, and agreed to. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) said that 
he was afraid that under this clause a 
stop might be put to the boarding-out 
system. This system was mostly carried 
‘out in rural areas. He knew a village 
school in Gloucestershire with _ fifty 
children on the roll, twenty of whom 
were gjboarded-out children. _ Unless 
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some indication was given by the Minister 
for Education that he was willing to 
work hand and glove with the Local 
Government Board in regard to the 
boarding-out system adopted by boards 
of guardians he was afraid that that 
beneficial system might be injured, and 
possibly collapse altogether. He begged 
to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 21, line 32, after the word 
‘schools,’ to insert the words ‘to any certified 
efficient school provided that one-half of the 
scholars attending the school are children 
boarded out under the regulations of the Local 
Government Board.’”—(Mr. Boland.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. BIRRELL said this was 
already properly provided for and any 
elementary school of this kind could get 
the grant without State aid. It was 
proposed to do that, and he had accepted 
an Amendment lower down on the Paper 
to omit the words “ with the consent of 
the Local Education Authority.” He 
did not think they could extend the clause 
beyond that, nor did he think it was 


case 


necessary. It would be difficult to 
estimate how many schools would be 
brought in under the clause. They 


had no information in regard to them, 
because they did not come within the 
usual statistics. 


Mr. BOLAND said that what he re- 
ferred to were boarded-out children 
sent from the various unions into 
the country districts and lodged with 
foster mothers. If something was not 
done in the direction he had indicated, 
the whole system of boarded-out chil- 
dren might collapse, and the people 
interested in the system would not care 
to carry it on. He hoped the right hon 
Gentleman would see if the difficulty he 
had raised could not be met upon the 
Report stage. 


Mr. BIRRELL said they were now 
dealing with the ordinary kind of school. 
There might be an orphanage or a board 
of guardians might send children to the 
school, but he did not think they ought 
to extend the clause to meet cases of that 
kind. They were now dealing with a| 
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special kind of school, and not a special 
kind of child. He did not think there 
ought to be any differentiation in this 
matter, but he would undertake to give 
it his careful attention, and if anything 
ought to be done he would do it. He 
did not think, however, that they should 
alter the character of the school and 
take it out of its proper category as 
an ordinary elementary school simply 
because a certain number of the 
children attending that school hap- 
pened to sleep under the same charitable 
roof in the neighbourhood. 


Sir =WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University) said this proposal was a 
modification of the clause in the 
Act of 1902 which was intended to 
prevent a large number of children 
being brought in and dumped down 
upon a locality. It dealt with 


orphanages and convent schools where 
a number of children were educated 
under one roof. Now his hon. friend 
wanted the same protection applied to 
districts where there were boarded-out 
children. ie thought in such cases the 
local authorities might be assisted with 
Parliamentary grants. 


Mr. BIRRELL said he would give the 
point his attention. 


Mr. BOLAND asked leave to withdraw 
his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. HEDGES (Kent, Tonbridge) said 
he would move formally the Amend- 
ment standing in his name on the Paper. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 21, line 32, to leave out the words 
‘with the consent of the local education 
authority.”—(Mr. Hedges.) 


Question, “That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
clause,” put, end negatived. 


Lorp BALCARRES, in moving the 
omission of the words of the clause 
after ‘marine schools,” said that 
this was a question of considerable 
importance to Lancashire, where there 
were a large number of schools 
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managed entirely by religious 
munities, which were essentially con- 
ventual establishments in 
mentary education was given. He 


wished to know what was going to be | 


the relation of the local education 
authorities to these conventual schools. 
The point which concerned them most 
was not the elementary education as such, 
because many of them were recognised 
as public elementary schools. What 
was a matter of greater interest to them 
was how far these schoolhouses, which 
were part and parcel of the actual con- 
ventual buildings and establishments, 
would be in future under the control of 
the local education authority. Point 
was*given to this question by a very 
singular new clause which appeared on 
the Paper this morning, giving to 
the local education authorities a right 
to claim the use of the schoolhouse on 
three days a week, a clause which 
might be a very serious matter to the 
owners and trustees of these conventual 
schools. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would give some reassuring 
statement that the position of this 
particular group of schools would not be 
seriously imperilled by this proposal. 
He begged to move. 


Amenament proposed— 


“In page 21, line 32, to leave out from the 
word ‘and’ to the end of the clause.” 
—(Lord Balearres.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. BIRRELL said the education 
authorities would acquire the right 
to use the school outside school hours 
only for the purpose of evening 
classes. Under this new Bill it would 
be impossible to impose the legal obliga- 
tion upon those schoolhouses to allow 
these cvening classes exccpt as a 
matter of fresh bargain and agre.ment. 
Everybody was agreed that it was a most 
desirable thing that where an agreement 
was made between the parties the 
evening continuation classes should be 
continued as heretofore on the school 
premises. The object of the new clause 
was to enable that to be done. 


Lord Balcarres. 
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Lorp BALCARRES asked leave to 


withdraw the Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
** That Clause 38, as amended, stand part 
of the Bill.’—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said he wished to say a word with regard 
to the Amendment, moved by the hon, 
Member for the Richmond Division, 
and accepted by the Government, pro- 
viding for the payment of a Parlia- 
mentary grant— 

“To schools for demonstration and practice 
connected with training colleges in-pected 
by the Board of Education.” 

That was a matter which would require 
careful watching, It was a proposal to 
take these schools right out of the hands of 
the local authorities. In many cases the 
fabrics of the schools were very bad indeed 
and ill-adapted to the purpose for which 
they were used. He urged that it 
would be necessary for the Board of 
Education to make careful regulations 
with regard to the grant and the future 
conduct of the schools. The cost per 
child would be heavier than in the ordi- 
nary schools if they were to be conducted 
at all properly. 


Mr. BIRRELL said he was quite alive 
to the point raised by his hon. friend. 


*Str W. ANSON said that many 
different types of schools had grown 
up in the progress of the Bill, asd one 
of these received nothing but the Par- 
liamentary grant and would be outside 
the control of the local education 
authority. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 39 :— 


Mr. BIRRELL moved to insert the 
words ‘‘or withheld” after the word 
“made.” He explained that the 
clause conferred powers on the Board 
of Education to dispose of questions 
outstanding under Section 13 of the 
Education Act of 1902 as to the applica- 
tion of any endowment. The clause, if 
this Amendment were agreed to, would 
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provide that the Board, on the application 
of the local education authority, or any 
persons appearing to them to be in- 
terested, ‘‘ may indemnify any person in 
respect of anv payment purporting to 
have been made or withheld in pursuance 
of that section, notwithstanding that the 
payment has not been properly made.” 
Questions had arisen between a great 
number of local authorities and the Board 
of Education as to the very small control 
that they had been able to obtain for 
their education purposes over the endow- 
ments within their areas. Clause 13 of 
the Act of 1902 was useful and admirable, 
but it had not dealt with the proportion 
of the income which should be paid to 
the local education authority. Some of 
the trusts were for charitable and edu- 
cational purposes, and questions had 
arisen as to how much of the money 
should go to the maintenance of education 
m the area and how much of it was 
applicable to other purposes. This clause 
would enable the Board of Education 
to determine the proportions. It was an 
alministrative question, and he was sure 
that the hon. Member for Oxford Uni- 
versity would admit that the Board 
should have the power of determining 
what share of the income should be paid 
for education. Complaints had been 
made in London of what the education 
authority believed to be the ludicrously 
small sum received. It was something 
so ludicrously small as to be practically 
negligible. The education authority 
thought that more powers would 
able them to get more money. 


en- 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 22, line 10, after the word ‘made’ to 
insert the words ‘or withheld.’ ”—(VWr, Birrell. ) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘“ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said he understood this clause 
was simply to enable the Board of Edu- 
cation to clear up outstanding questions. 
If that was so, what was the necessity 
for the new power proposed to be given 
to the Board of Education? Did it 
mean that the Board would have power 
to re-open the accounts from 1902 to 
1805 and order the payment of what 
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they thought to be arrears ? That would 
be a very drastic proceeding, and he was 
sure that the right hon. Gentleman did 
not intend that legislation should take 
that form. 


Mr. BIRRELL said there were a 
number of outstanding cases between the 
managers of schools and _ the local 
authorities which ought to be settled, 
and the object of the clause was really 
to enable the Board to wind-up those 
questions without the chance of litiga- 
tion. In order to do that it was 
desirable that the Act of 1902 should be 
amended in this particular, so that they 
might be able to strike the balance and 
get rid of the whole affair in the interest 
of peace. 


Mr. BURDETT - COUTTS (West- 
minster) said this was a very far-reaching 
clause, and a very vague one. He was 
familiar with a concrete case where the 
arrangements between those who had the 
expenditure of the income of the en- 
dowments and the local authority were 
very well understood. They had been 
acted upon in the case of London schools 
since 1905. It seemed to him that 
this clause gave the local authority 
power to come in and demand what it 
liked of the income of the foundation. 
He really thought the Committee ought 
to have some clearer definition of what 
the powers of the local authority in this 
respect were. Could they be exercised in 
the way of disturbing arrangements which 
had already been settled and acted upon 


in regard to these schools for years ? 


Mr. BIRRELL said that this clause 
did not deal in any way with the sub- 


ject brought forward by the hon. Gentle- 
man. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Question, ** That Clause 39, as amended, 
stand part of the Bill,” put and agreed to. 


Clause 40 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 22, line 17, to leave out from the 
word ‘enactment’ to end of Sub-section (1).”— 
(Mr. Birrell.) 


H 
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Question, “ That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the clause,” 
put, and negatived. 


Question, “ That Clause 40, as amended, 
stand part of the Bill,” put, and agreed to. 


Mr. BIRRELL said that the new 
clause he now proposed stood in 
a somewhat peculiar and unusual 


position. The Bill as introduced did not 
impose any obligation upon the local 
education authority to take over any 
existing voluntary school, and therefore 
the facilities under Clause 3 were clearly 
dependent upon the willingness of the 
local education authority to take over 
the schools. The Government had origi- 
nally no intention of imposing any obliga- 
tion upon the local education authority 
to provide themselves with the existing 
voluntary schools. But they were to 
have power, if they chose to do so, to enter 
into negotiations under Clause 2 for the 
purpose of acquiring the use of the school 
premises during school hours, and if they 
did that, Clause 5 secured, if the trustees 
of the schools insisted upon it, that on two 
days a week special facilities should 
be given for denominational instruction. 


The hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Oxford University pointed out that 
there was a gap, and proposed an 


Amendment, the effect of which was 
that, assuming the schools were structur- 
ally fit, there should be an obligation 
upon the part of the local education 
authority to take over the schools. 
That was a unilateral obligation, and 
he undertook to consider whether an 
arrangement could be come to whereby 
the local education authority would be 
bound to take over existing voluntary 
schools if the owners or trustees wished 
them to do so; and the private owners 
and trustees would be under an obligation 
to transfer their schools to the local 
education authority if the local education 
authority wished to take them. That 
had been called a bilateral obligation. 
He realised that it would have certain 
advantages. It would get rid of a con- 
siderable number of private owners who 
were under no obligation to part with 
their schools, and it would get rid of 
difficult legal questions relating to the 
trust deeds, and the only duty of the 
Commissioners would be to consider 
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| what terms would be fair to impose upon 
the parties. The Government made 
that proposal; but this was not a clause 
he could use the power of the Government 
to impose upon hon. Gentlemen opposite. 
| It was contrary to the scheme contained 
| in the Bill. It imposed on private owners 
of schools, who were more numerous than 
was generally supposed, a stern obligation 
_to part with their property—of course, 
on terms ; and it also got rid of the ques- 
tion whether the trustees could be said 
'to be carrying out their trusts properly 
by transferring their schools to the local 
education authority. Therefore this was 
not a clause which he could impose by 
force upon hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
| He asked them whether it was a clause 
which commended itself to their minds, 
It had advantages, but he did not think 
it was particularly popular with his hon, 
friends behind him. The reception which 
the proposal met with at the hands of the 
Leader of the Opposition and the hon. 
Member for Waterford would have justified 
him in not proceeding with the matter, but 
he indicated his willingness to consider it. 
The proposal amply carried out the pledge, 
| promise, or undertaking, which he had 
given. There was one outstanding point 
of importance to which he must allude. 
It was agreed on both sides that the 
schools should be suitable, and that the 
local education authority should not be 
compelled to take over a school which was 
not suitable, or to take over schools in 
cases where there was a numerical redund- 
ancy. In the case of these Clause 4 
schools, a great many of them were 
numerically redundant, having had their 
origin not in the fact that the school 


accommodation was deficient in the 
neighbourhood, but in the desire of 


parents to secure denominational educa- 
tion for their children. If they were to 
deal simply with that kind of school and 
say they would not allow it to exist unless 
'it could be shown that it was absolutely 
necessary to provide suitable accom- 
modation in the neighbourhood they 
| would be ruling a large number of them 
‘out of court. Consequently when they 
| came to deal under Clause 4 with schools 
/of that character they | ad provided an 
/appeal to the Board of Education, and 
the terms of that appeal did not necessi- 
tate that the school should not be numeri- 


‘cally redundant. He had that in his 
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village schools in the country, for the 
most part they were not numerically re- 
dundant, but were required to provide 
suitable accommodation for the children. 
He thought it would be most unreason- 
able to impose upon the local authority 


these schools whether they were wanted 


country distcicts were wanted because 
they were not numerically redundant. 


able and right that, before the obligation 
was imposed upon a local authority to 


inthe same way as the owners had an 
appeal if the authority refused to take a 
school over. 


inquired if this clause applied to all the 
voluntary schools or only to those 
schools not under Clause 4. He was 


the right hon. Gentleman aright upon 
that point. 


schools, they had provided for an appeal 
to the Board of Education in regard to 
facilities. He had only touched upon 


question of numerical redundancy ap- 
plied to one kind of school and did not 
have any effect upon the others. There 
was the clause. He could not promise 


because it was the farthest point to which 
the Government could go in 
matter. Ifadopted, it would necessitate 
considerable alteration in the Bill and in 


the character of the work of the 
Commission. Although it might shorten 
their labours in some respects, in 


other respects it might not be so satis- 


factory. He would like to know the 
attitude of mind of hon. Members 
Opposite with regard to the clause, 
because it was not one which he could 
force upon the Committee. If hon. 
Members did not like, or did not 


accept, the clause it must be omitted, 
and the only course for him to adopt 
in the event of its not being accepted 
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mind. With regard to the ordinary | would be on the Question being put 


a general obligation to take over all | 


or not, but the majority of them in the | 


Therefore it seemed to him only reason- | 


take over a school which was not required | 
for school accommodation, there should | 
be an appeal to the Board of Education, | 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) | 


not quite sure whether he understood | 


Mr. BIRRELL replied that it applied to | 
all schools, but, in the case of the Clause 4 | 


the question because he wished to make | 
it plain to the Committee that this | 


that it would receive any Amendment, | 


this | 
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‘that the clause be read a Second 
| Time to say “No.” He thought that 
' he had got the Committee into a little 
bit of a tangle over this matter owing 
‘to his lack of experience, and perhaps 
‘he would not have gone so far but for 
that fact, but at all events there was 
the clause. He saw advantages in it, 
but whatever its advantages might be he 
could not use the Government majority 
to force it upon the House. He begged 
to move. 


New Clause~ 


**(1) [f the local education authority refuse 
to agree to any arrangement ofttereld to 
them as respects the use of a schoolhouse by 
| the owners thereof or if the owners of a school- 
house refuse to agree to any arrangement as 
respects the use of the schoolhouse offered to 
them by the local education authority, the 
owners of the schoolhouse or the local education 
authority, as the case may be, may appeal to 
the Board of Education, and that Board may, 
if they consider that the school is required for 
the purpose of providing suflicient public 
school accommodation, and that the school- 
house is structurally suitable, and that there 
are no other reasonable grounds for refusal, by 
order mike an arrangement under this section 
| with respect to the use of the schoolhouse on 
such terms as may be contained in the order, 
and any order so made shall have effect as if it 
arrangement made under this Act 
| between the parties. Provided that (a) No 
| arrangement so made by order of the Board of 
Education shall have effect for more than five 
| years ; and (b) A guarantee by the owners of 
| a schoolhouse themselves effectively to continue 
the school as a certified efficient school for a 
period of at least five years shall be treated as 
' a reasonable ground for their refusal to agree 
to an arrangement with the local education 
authority. (2) Where an appeal under this 
| section 1s made in respect of a schoolhouse 
subject to charitable trusts, and the Board of 
Education make an order on the appeal, the 
| Board, in fixing the pavment (if any) to be 
made by the local education authority for the 
use of the schoolhouse shall have regard to the 
| extent to which effect is given to those trusts 
| by the arrangement. (3) It shall be the duty 
of the local education authority and the owners 
of the schoolhouse respectively to comply with 
any terms contained in an arrangement made 
| by an order of the Board of Education under 

this section, (4) The right of appeal given by 

| this section shall be in addition to and not in 
derogation ot any right of appeal given by this 
Act as regards the schoolhouse of a school in 
respect of which extended facilities are 
desired.” —(Mr. Birrell.) 


| Was an 


Brought up and read a first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this clause be now read a Second 
Time. 


H 2 
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*Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston) said 
he had an Amendment on the Paper to 
make the clause unilateral instead of 
bil-teral by leaving out the words which 
«ve the local authority the power of 
ap eal. When the Committee were 
discussing Clause 3 it was suggested 
that, if Parliament chose to alter the 
educational system by abolishing all 
voluntary schools, and substituting for 
them a system of provided schools 
only, then Parliament ought to make 
some provision for those who, under 
Parliamentary sanction, had erected 
voluntary schools, and 
give them a chance of saying that 
they wished to be taken over by 
the local education authority. The 


right hon. Gentleman assented to that, 


but said that if there was a right of 
appeal in one case it must be given on 
the other side also. The point he 
wanted to make was that while it was 


right to give a right of appeal to the | 
owners of the voluntary schools, it by | 


no means followed that a similar right 
sheuld be given to the education 
authority. It was one thing to say 
that those who had done good work 
under the old system should be en- 
titled to protection if they asked for 
it, and it was another thing to say 


that the old owners of a school should be | 


subjected to compulsion by the local 
authority. The fact that there had 
been Parliamentary grants to a school 


was no argument in favour of compelling | 


the owner to hand over his school. The 
grants and the rates were not given to the 
owners but to the children, and he did 
not think it should be put upon the 
owner that because grants had been 
made for the benefit of the children 
for whom he also had been working, 
therefore he should be made to hand 
over his property against his will. 
Further. as the Bill stood, the authority 
would have two pistols, which they 
could present, so to speak, at the head 
of the owners, namely Clause 8 and the 
clause now unter discussion, while the 


owners would have one pistol only, | 


namely, this clause. He did not think 
that was a fair position in which to 
place the owners of private schools. It 
was said that the local authority ought 
not to be put in a difficulty by the 
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ought to) 


sudden closing of the schools, but jthat | 
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| was provided for by the Bill as it stood 

under Clause 11, by which the owner 
of the school was bound to keep it 
beg whether he wished or not, down 
to the end of the year 1908. For these 
reasons, while he was desirous that the 
‘clause now proposed shoull be read a 
' second time, he should feel bound later 
/on to move the Amenlments he had 
}on the Paper. 


| Masor SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
| cromby) said that as the right hon. Gentie- 
'man could not now defend the clause 
which he had moved, some of those who 
| were in favour of it might defend it for 
‘themselves. He had never understood 
that the opinion of right hon. and hon. 
Gentlemen opposite had anything to 
do with whether the Government 
moved this clause or not. That 
was not the arrangement which he 
understood was come to when he moved 
an Amendment on a previous occasion. 
The proposal came from the Ministeriai 
side of the House, and the right hon. 
Gentleman made a most courteous reply 
on the following day which tended to 
shew that the acceptance or rejection 
of this clause did not depend on any- 
thing said by right hon. and hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. He dil not wish to 
make any point as to when the bargain 
was struck; he merely pointed ity out 
|to the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
to shew that they really had reason to 
suggest that it was a question not of his 
opinion, but of the opinion of those who 
moved from the Ministerial side of the 
House. His right hon. friend would 
therefore, he thought, be well advised 
to move hisclause and support it, and to 
take a divison upon it with the full 
force of the Government behind him. 
He was well aware that a new situation 
‘had arisen owing to the concession 
/made on Clause 4 with regard to the 
four-fifths schools to which a right of 
appeal was given. There must, however, 
be many schools on the border line, 
and those schools were*not helped by 
that concession. But they were helped 
by the proposals of the new clause. Let 
them suppose for a moment that there 
was a pig-headed local authority, and 
a school of 500 children, the parents of 
399 of whom desired a_ particular 
form of teaching, “and the owners also 
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desired a particular form of teaching. 
As the Bill stood the local authority could 
disregard the wishes of the parents of the 
399 children, and of the owners, and leave 
the school derelict. It was to obviate 
such a thing as that that the right hon. 
Gentleman moved the new clause. It was 
a far more democratic proposal than the 
original proposal in Clause 8. The whole 
of the trouble that had arisen since the 
Act of 1902 had been caused by their 
leaving it to the dead hand to decide what 
education should be given to the children 
of a particular locality. They trusted 
the trusts instead of the parents. He had 
pointed out that there was this gap in the 
Bill, and if the clause of the right hon. 
Gentleman was inserted the whole 
difficulty would be swept away. This 
was a very democratic proposal and 
it contained the germ of the only possible 
solution of the matter. It was not a 
concession to the owners of the schools ; it 
was the direct opposite and had the 
opposite effect. It was quite true that 
there came the difficulty of the private 
owners of schools. He thought in the 
case of those schools it would be unwise 
to enforce a provision which placed a 
bi-lateral responsibility on the owners. 
It was a strong thing to step in and seize 
a man’s private property in which there 
was no educational trust. Of course it 
must be admitted that if this clause was 
accepted the whole shape of the Bill 
would be altered, but it would be altered 
for the better ; it would be altered in the 
direction of consulting the parents in the 
locality, and it was in that spirit he sup- 
ported it, and recommended it to the 
Committee. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he agreed 
with the right hon. Gentleman in charge 
of the Bill that the Committee was now 
in a very peculiar position. The right 
hon. Gentleman had attempted to thrust 
on the Opposition, and, he imagined, on 
the Leader of the Opposition in particular, 
a responsibility which did not fit in with 
their position. He repudiated the re- 
sponsibility with which the right hon. 
Gentleman desired to endow him. It 
was for the right hon. Gentleman, and 
him alone, to decide what he would ask 
the Committee to accept. So far as he was 
concerned, though he did not admire 
the clause and thought that it did not 
really come up to the legitimate ex- 


{18 Juty 1906} 








and Wales) Bill. 234 


pectations which the right hon. Gentle- 
man had held out to them, it might 
well be that in the further discussion 
Amendments might be introduced 
which might make it an _ improve- 
ment on the Bill. Of that, however, it 
was impossible for him to make any 
forecast. But if the right hon. Gentle- 
man was of opinion that by this clause 
he had fulfilled the legitimate expecta- 
tions formed, not only by the Opposition in 
the House, but throughout the country, 
based on the statements of himself and his 
colleagues, he must allow him to correct 
that impression. He made no charge 
of bad faith against the right hon. Gentle- 
man. He was notin the habit of making 
charges of bad faith against anyone 
in the House, and the right hon. 
Gentleman was the last man against whom 
he would ever think of making such a 
charge. But the right hon. Gentleman 
must forgive him if he said that he thought 
that in his own statement and the state- 
ments of his colleagues there was some- 
thing more than a verbal inaccuracy, 
which he said was due to his own want 
of Parliamentary experience. He had not 
noticed any want of Parliamentary experi- 
ence on the part of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. But whether that praise wasdeserved 
or not—he thought it was thoroughly 
deserved—the right hon. Gentleman must 
allow him to say that no mere verbal 
slip accounted for the impression that had 
been given. The impression given to the 
House and the country was that though 
voluntary schools were to be handed over 
to the local authority so far as elementary 
education was concerned, the interests of 
denominational teaching would be pre- 
served, because in those schools there 
would be two daysof the week on which de- 
nominational teaching would be given. 
Though that was inadequate, still it 
was felt that in every voluntary 
school some provision would be made 
to carry on denominational teaching. 
But it appeared from the Bill that it 
was only in those schools which the 
local authorities chose to take over that 
those facilities would be granted, and 
that the local authority had an absolute 
right to refuse to take over any schools. 
The position, therefore, was that under 
the Bill it would be possible for the 
local authorities all over the country 
to refuse to take over any voluntary 
school, and that henceforth the only 
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religious teaching in any provided school | arrangement. 


would be that given under the Cowper- 
Temple clause. There was no limitation, 
except that of expense, in the way of 
substituting a complete system of Cowper- 
Temple religious instruction for the 
mixed system now prevailing. What 
had Ministers themselves said? The 
Minister for Education, in introducing 
the Bill, said— 

have spoken of have been of a compulsory 


character. When demanded and when re- 
quired the authorities must grant them.” 


The Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster 
said— 


“On two days of the week the education | 
lege of giving denominational instruction 


authority is obliged to hand over to the 
denomination the religious teaching in the 
schools. That is what the Bill proposes. 
There are two days upon which the Church or 
denomination for whom the school was erected 
are entitled to carry out this religious 
teaching. It is not optional ; it is not subject 
to the local authorities. 
titled if the Act passes and the parent wishes 
his child to be so taught, to give religious 
teaching.” 


Again the Minister in charge of the Bill 
said— 

“Clause 3, until it was explained by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in his lucid and 
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They will be en- | 


admirable speech, seems not to have been | 


understood by Gentlemen opposite. I think 


they must now at all events understand its | 


meaning to be plain, that if the trustees 
of any school make this particuiar stipulation 
for transfer, that there should be those facilities 
given on two days in the week, obligation 
to permit that teaching becomes statutory.” 


He was unable to believe that the 
Ministers who made those statements 
hadi before them clearly and precisely 
the terms of their own measure. They 
must for a moment have thought that 
the Bill intended, whilst making public 
control universal, to preserve the de- 
noininational element in our educational 
system by allowing denominational teach- 
ing on two days of the week out of school 
hours at the cost of the denomination. 
That was not the case. The Bill accord- 
ingly fell far short of the legitimate 
expectations of those who had listened 
to the speeches made from the Govern- 
ment Benches. The President of the 
Board of Education attempted to meet 


the situation by a new clause, which from | 
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If the object of the 
Government was, as appeared from this, 
to require religious facilities to be given 
in these schools, why was it necessary 
to have a condition given by the owners 
of voluntary schools in exchange for that 
right ? Why, above all, because one 
kind of school or one individual school 
was to have the right of giving denomi- 
national instruction, were they going to 


“Thus far the facilities or opportunities I | Pose upon the owners of another and 


wholly different school the onerous 
obligation of being handed over to the 
local authority against the will of the 
owner or trustees? For his own part 
he failed to see what was the logical or 
equitable connection between the privi- 


on the one side, and the privilege granted 
to local authorities on the other of 
commandeering every school in the 
district if they pleased to do so. Then 
under the new clause the Board of Edu- 
cation had to take into account two 
conditions, and unless both conditions 
were fulfilled, they could not make it 
obligatory on the local authority to take 
over the school. The premises must be 
structurally suitable, and the school must 
be required for the purpose of providing 
sufficient public school accommodation. 
No one had raised any objection to the 
first of those conditions, but if he under- 
stood the eifect of this clause in connec- 
tion with Clause 4 it would destroy the 
great mass of Clause 4 schools altogether, 
because the right hon. Gentleman had 
told the Committee that the great 


/majority of those schools were not re- 


quired numerically to provide the neces- 
sary accommodation in their district. 
Apparently, except in the case of a 
minority of schools, Clause 4 could be 
wrecked under the Government scheme 
by any obstinate local authority. There 
was an end to Clause 4 schools so far 
as the great majority of them were 
concerned. As to the promise made, 
he agreed with the Member for the 
Abercromby Division that it was made 
to Members below the gangway on the 
Ministerial side of the House. It was 


‘not with him that the President of the 


| 


Board of Education had to reckon; but 
it was emphatically his opinion that the 


the point of view of this particular | clause which the right hon. Gentleman 
controversy had two fundamental defects. | had put on the Paper did not carry out 
In the first place it required the bilateral | the legitimate expectations formed on 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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the statements of the right hon. Gentle- 
man and his colleagues. The interests 
of denominational education in Clause 3 
and Clause 4 schools remained, as before, 
practically at the mercy of a foolish or 
obstinate local authority. 
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Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion had been very honest, candid, 
frank, and straightforward throughout the 
whole of this particular matter, and he 
was bound to say that the Leader of the 
Opposition had endeavoured to lure his 
right hon. friend on to a game of “ heads 
I win, tails you lose.” He did not use the 
term offensively. The President of the 
Board of Education had always said that 
he intended the facilities under Clauses 3 
and 4 to be real and not illusory. The 
Opposition had pointed out again and 

again that it might happen that a local 
authori ity would refuse to strike a bargain 
unde: Clause 2, and, therefore, Clauses 3 
and 4 would at once become a delusion and 
a snare. The Leader of the Opposition 
said Clause 4 might be spoilt because the 
local authority would take over only a 
small proportion of the schools. He was 
sorry the right hon. Gentleman had not 
followed the Amendments to the Bill, 
because sub-section 4 of Clause (4) had 
been thus amended— 

“ Where the local education authority refuse 
to agree to an arrangement offzred to them by 
the owners of the school-house of an existing 
voluntary school as respects the use of the 
school-house, and the school is one in respect of 
which extended facilities could be granted 
under this section, and are desired, the owners 
of the school-house may appeal to the Board 
of Education, and that Board may, if they 
think fit, after considering the circumstances 
of the case, and the wishes of the parents 
of children attending the school as to the 
continuance of the school with extended 
tacilities, by order, make an arrangement 
under this Act with respect to the use of 
the school-house on such terms and conditions 
as may be contained in the order.” 


That absolutely saved the Clause 4 
schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said it was a very 
interesting and important point, but the 
hon. Gentleman would remember they 
never discussed it in this House, and 
therefore the extraordinary obscurity of 
Clause 4 remained unillumined. The 


{18 Juty 1906} 


/mitted under Section 14 of the 
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words he himself relied upon were at the 
beginning of sub-section (4), namely— 

« An application may be made under thi* 
section as respects any existing voluntary 
school for a permission to take effect in the 
event of the school becoming a transferred 
voluntary school.” 


It was most obscurely worded. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that if the 


right hon. Gentleman read on he 
would see that his interpretation 


was also a perfectly intelligible one. 


If there were any obscurity about 
the opening sentence he was sure 
that would be remedied. Sub-section 


(4) in the spirit and the letter, so far as 
he read it, was that when the parties sat 
down together under Clause 2, if the locai 
education authority refused to treat, then 
the trustees, the parents, and the rest 0. 
them, had a right of appeal to the Board of 
Education. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Is not that 
augmented by the statement made by the 
Minister for Education just now, in which 
he said that the new clause dealt both 
with Clause 3 schools and with Clause 4 


schools 2? If it deals with Clause 3 schools 
the hon. Member will see that the 
words I raise objection to are of 


serious importance. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I suggest to 
the right hon. Gentleman that Clause 4 
schools are saved under sub-section (4), 
and if there is any doubt about the 
effect of the opening sentences I should 
say that could be very well made plain, 
because the substance of the sub-section 
is to give people the right of saan to 
the Board of Education. | 7 

(Jaa 

Str WILLIAM ANSON: jWill the 
hon. Gentleman look at the opening 
words of Clause 4 which says that a 
local education authority may afford 
extended facilities for religious instruc- 
tion of some special character not per- 
Act of 
1870, in any transferred school in an 
urban area. The new clause contains 
conditions precedent to the transfer. 

ik 


Stir PHILIP MAGNUS (London Uni- 
versity): Under sub-section (4) {the 


jo 


»! 


S-) 


goad. 
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Board of Education may, if they | Waterford to say that his position 
think fit, change the school to a remained exactly as it was when this Bill 
State-aided school. was first discussed. He would first allude 
to the different interpretations put upon 

Dr. MACNAMARA said he should sub-section (4) of the new Clause 4. He 


say from all statements he had heard 
from the Treasury Bench with regard to 
the intentions of the Board of Education 
that they would be very loth te be driven 
for educational reasons to make any 
school State-aided. He now turned to 
Clause 5 schools. He admitted they 
were not safeguarded as Clause 4 schools 


were. The Leader of the Opposition 
said: ‘Away go Clause 3 schools and 


any form of religious teaching except 
Cowper-Temple teaching.” Might he 
call the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman to sub-section (5) of 
Clause 2? It was under Clause 2 that 
these people sat down to treat for trans- 
fer. He thought the total effect of 
that was that it should not be a ground 
for refusal to treat because it might be 
presumed that the trustees were going 
to ask for facilities. He thought it 
carried out the intention of the Minister 
for Education that they must not refuse 
to treat. But the President of the 
Board of Education had gone further. 
and said in regard to Clause 3 schools, 
that if a school were structurally fit, and 
if it were necessary for the school accom- 
modation of the district, he would give 
an appeal to the Board of Education, 
and if the Board thought a bargain 
should be struck, then it would be 
struck. He agreed that there should be a 
bi-lateral compulsion. If they said to 
the local authority that they should 
do these things, they ought to give the 
right of appeal to the Board of Educa- 
tion for use of the school if they wanted it. 
It only extended to Clause 3 schools. 
There was no compulsion on the trus- 
tees of Clause 4 schools. The compulsion 
was entirely on the local authority, 
and he must say that if this clause were 
not now acceptable—and so far as he 
was concerned it vould have to be 
taken as it stood or not at all—then he 
thought both sides of the House might 
join in a sort of bi-lateral compulsion to 
vote it entirely out of the Bill. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said he was asked by his hon. 
and learned friend the Member for 


Sir Philip Mugnus, 


gathered from the speech of the Leader 
of the Opposition that he was of opinion 
that some of the words did away with 
the right of appeal of the Clause 4 schools. 
Another hon. Member had entirely con- 
tested that view. He gathered that the 
Minister for Education accepted the inter- 
pretation of the hon.;Member for North 
Camberwell, and that this new clause, if 
passed in its present shape, would by no 
means damnify the right of appeal. So 
far as he and his friends were concerned 
this new clause had no effect on their 


position. While agreeing with the 
Leader of the Opposition that the 


opening words of sub-section (4) appeared 
to be rather inexplicable, at the same 
time sub-section (4) of the new clause 
said that- 

“the right of appeal given by this section shall 
be in addition to and not in derogation of any 
right of appeal given by this Act as regards 
the schoolhouse of a school in respect of which 
extended facilities are desired.” 

r™Fe understood the obvious intention of 
that sub-section was that in no cireum- 
stances should this clause interfere with 
the right of appeal in regard to Clause 4 
schools. This new clause could not do 
them any good, and he was not sure it 
could do them any harm. That being 
so his hon. friend’s acceptance of this 
new clause was conditional upon Clause + 
leaving them in a satisfactory position. 
They did not consider that clause in its 
present shape by any means satisfactory ; 
on the contrary, it imperilled a very large 
number of their schools, and they hoped 
that before the measure passed into law 
the defects of the clause would be reme- 


died. For the moment he admitted 
that the Minister for Education had 


pledged himself that the right of appeal 
under Clause 4 was secured, and_ he 
assumed that if any words were necessary 
to elucidate the matter the right hon. 
Gentleman would introduce them on 
Report. Therefore, their attitude? with 
regard to this clause was that they, were 
indifferent, and, if anything, hostile. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or tHe DUCHY 
or LANCASTER (Sir; Henry. Fow Ler, 
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Wolverhampton, E.) said the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite had quoted only an 
isolated sentence from the argument in 
which he was dealing with the opinion 
which had been expressed adverse to the 
Bill and the charges brought against the 
Bill by some of the Bishops, and especially 
in an extraordinary speech by the Bishop 
of Manchester. Members of the Govern- 
ment were charged personally, individu- 
ally and collectively, with promoting a Bill 
to carry out a scheme of confiscation 
against voluntary schools and to convert 
them into provided schools. The word 
“confiscation” was one which had not 
a shadow of truth in it in this connection. 
It was a misstatement both of the 
intention and the effect of the clause, 
and though his words might be open to 
the construction put upon them, what he 
meant to point out was hat when the 
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completely saved the position of denomina- 
tional schools. He would not say it was 
not capable of improvement, and he had 
no doubt that on the Report stage of the 
Bill his right hon. friend would be ready 
to make per’ectly clear the intention that 
there should be no attempt to undo the 
effect of Clause 4. 


242: 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) said there was to his mind 
a little obscurity in the clause. The 
right of appeal would be given to all 
schools proposed to be transferred and to 
local authorities irrespectively of whether 


they were to have facilities under Clause 


» 


3, or extended facilities under Clause 4, 
and the Board of Education would have 
to decide under certain conditions. But 


| he desired to know from the Solicitor- 


schools were taken over the local authority | 


would be compelled to give the facilities 
when they were required. That argu- 
ment he would repeat. 


support the Bill unless it contained that 
clause. 


He was a strong | mittee did not know anything about that. 


supporter of Clause 4 and would not | 


General under which clause would the 
Board decide if the school representatives 
appealed under Clause 4 and the local 
authorities under Clause 3. The Com- 


It must be quite obvious that the two 


| sets of conditions were perfectly incom- 


It would be an act of injustice to | 


denominational schools if the principle | 


embodied in Clause 4 were not fully and 
fairly carried out. 
had said, again and again, that he was de- 


patible, and the position would not be 
improved by the passing of the new 


| clause now before them. 


His right hon. friend | 


termined that the clause should not be | 


illusory, but a genuine bona fide means for 
carrying out the intention he expressed 
when introducing the Bill. The section 


(Juestion put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 78 ; 
Noes, 327. (Division List No. 230.) 


AYES. 





Acland-Hood, RtHn.SirAlexF. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 
Beach, HnMichael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cavendish, Rt.Hn.Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Eevelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R.(Marylebone, E.) 


Coates, E.Feetham (Lewisham) | 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. FE. 


Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Dixon, Sir Daniel 
Dixon-Hartland, SirFredDixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W. F.(BurySEdm’ds 
Hill,{Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) 
Hills, J. W. ig 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Lambton, Hon. Frenerick Wm. 
Lane-Fox,,G. R. 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich): 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareham 
Liddell, Henry 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long,Col. Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,s. 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F.( Windsor) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Nicholson, Wm.G.(Petersfield }: 
Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend ) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
Roberts,S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Smith, F.E. (Liverpool,Walton 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniy. 
Thomson, W. Mitchell (Lanark), 
Valentia, Viscount 
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Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George | 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) | Younger, George | 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John i 
Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Seauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, Sir J.Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w'r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J.H.( Essex, Romford) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Alexander Wm. (Banff) 
Boland, John 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, Sir John T.(Cheshire) 
Bryce, Rt. Hn.James (Aberdeen 
Bryce, J.A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

surt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 

Byles, William Pollard 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 
Cairns, Thomas 
Cameron, Robert 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cleland, J. W. 
Clough, W. 
Clynes, J. R. 
Coats, SirT.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
‘Cogan, Denis J. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,fSirWm.J(S.Pancras, W. 
‘Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, CH(Sussex,E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cory, Clifford John 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 
Cowan, W. H. 
ox, Harold 





NOES. 


Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) | 
Crean, Eugene 


| Cremer, William Randal 





Crombie, John William 
Crossley, William J. | 
Cullinan, J. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) | 
Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan | 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) | 
Delany, William | 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S. | 
Dickinson, W.H(St.Pancras, N. | 

| 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness | 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall | 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Farrell, James Patrick 


| Fenwick, Charles 


Field, William 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner, Col. Alan(Hereford,S. 
Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt.HnHerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) | 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Halpin, J. 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hart-WVavies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Halslam, James (Derbyshire) | 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham, 
Henderson, J .M. (Aberdeen, W 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon.,S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 





Hogan, Michael 
Holland, Sir Wiilliam Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE . AYES— 
Major Seely and Mr. Cave. 


Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, WBateman(Somerset,N, 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 
Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 


| Kilbride, Denis 
Kitson, Sir James 


Laidlaw, Robert 
Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 


| Lambert, George 
| Lamont, George 


| Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 


Lea, HughCecil(St.Pancras, E. 


| Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 


Lehmann, R. C. 


| Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
| Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral ) 
| Levy, Maurice 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 


| Lundon, W. 


Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 


| Lyell, Charles Henry 


Macdonald. J. R. ( Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M. (Falkirk B’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 

Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


1 


Maepherson, J. T. 


| MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, 8. 


M’Arthur, William 
M’Callum, John M. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 


| M’Kenna, Reginald 


M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M’Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 


| Mantield, Harry (Northants) 
| Marnham, F. J. 


Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meagher, Michael 


| Meehan, Patrick A. 


Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno. Percy Alport 
Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montgomery, H. G. 
Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, CharlesN(Doncast’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
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Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 
O'Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O'Connor, James(Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, Philip 
O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

-O’ Dowd, John 
O Hare, Patrick 
O'Kelly, James (Roscommon,N. 
0’ Malley, William 
0 Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 
Pal ner, Sir Charles Mark 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 
Paul, Herbert 
Paalton, James Mellor 
Peirce, Robert (Stats. | 
Peirce, William (Limehouse) — | 
Pail lipps, Col.[vor(S’thampton) | 
Pailipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke | 
Puilipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) | Soares, Ernest J. 
Pi -kersgill, Edward Hare Spicer, Sir Albert 
Pivie, Duncan V. 

Po ver, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (E linb’ga, C2ntral) 
Piece, RobertJohn( Norfolk, E.) | 
Pviostley, W.E.B( Bradford, E.) | 
{.vlford, G. H. 

Riphael, Herbert H. 
4:1, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rei, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
R>Imond, John E. (Waterford) 
R>Imond, William (Clare) 

3, J. D. 
Rendall, Athelstan 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
tichardson, A. 
Rickett, J. Compton 


Robertson, J. M. 
Robinson, S. 
Robson, Sir Willi 


Rose, Charles Da 


Russell, T. W. 





Samuel, Herbert 


a J. E. 
a J. H. 
Seddon, J 
“Shack Charles Ex 


Leek) 
Smeaton, Donald 
Snowden, P. 


Steadman, W. C. 


Strauss, E. 


Sullivan, Donal 
Summerbell, T. 
Sutherland, J. E. 
Taylor, 
Taylor, John W. 
Taylor, Theodore 


Mr. BIRRELL said that he thought 
the new clause which he had on the Paper 
dealing with schemes with reference to 
delegation very largely carried out the 
views expressed during the discus- 
sion on this important subject the 
other day, when there was a general 
consensus of opinion on both sides of the 
Committee that something should be 
done to revive interest, particularly in 
the rural districts, in the management, 
coaduct, general character, and curri- 
culum tof the schools. Everybody 
thought “the time had come for some 
measure of delegation in order to get rid 
of the bureaucratic spirit and to revive 
local interest in educational matters. 
There were certain small county counsils 
which thought they could manage their 
own aflairs without the expense and 
trouble of preparing schemes. They had 
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Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, Rt.Hn. E. (Dundee) 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott( Bradf’rd 


Roche, John (Galway, East) 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 


Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 


Schwann, Sir C. E (Manchester) 
Scott, A.H. (Ashton-und.-Lyne 


Shackleton, David James 


| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
| Shipman, Dr. John G. 
| Silcock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Stanley, Hna.A.L: 


| Stewart, Halley (Gee 
Stewart-S nith, D. (Ke 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
| Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, Janes (Sunde 


Tennant, Sirkiw 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
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Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson, J.W.H(Somerset,E 
Tomkinson, James 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Verney, F. W. 
Vivian, Henry 
| Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
| Wallace, Robert 
Walters, John Tudor 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke-upon-Trent 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
| Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
| Waterlow, D. 8. 
| Watt, H. Anderson 

Wedzgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 


| Whitbread, Howard 


(Tyneside) 


am Snowdon 


A 


L.. (Cleveland | 


iw. (Stafford) | 


| White, George (Norfolk) 
John White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
Mackenzie White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 

Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Wilson, Hon.C.H.W(Hull, W.) 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 

Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
| Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 

Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M*Kinnon 

Woodhouse,SirJ.'T.( Huddersf’d 
| Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


-) 


yulpn(Chesh 


snock) 
rdal) 


rland) 


Austin (East Toxteth) 
(Darham) 


Nors—Mr. 
dc A. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Whiteley and Mr. 
Pease. 


C.(Radclitfe) 
wd(Salisbury 


fixed upon a population of less than 
65,000 a rough and realy way of 
determining what was a small county 


as 


uorRD BALCARRES asked whether 
the right hon. Gentleman could give the 
names of the exempted councils. 


Mr. BIRRELL said they were the 
Isle of Ely, the Isles of Scilly, the Isle 
of Wight, the County of Huntingdon, 
Lincolnshire (Holland Division), the 
Soke of Peterborough, Rutland, West- 
mor'land, Anglesey, Brecon, Cardigan, 
Merioneth, Montgomery, and Radnor. 
According to the. present census, those 
would be exempte l. Such councils would 
have to state in a report the reasons why 
they did not propose to make a scheme, 
and those reasons would be the subject 
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matter of criticism. Then they came 
to the provision that— 


“ A scheme under this section may be altered 
or amended by a subsequent scheme made in 
accordance with the provisions thereof, and a 
county council may at any time make such a 
scheme for the purpose. A county council 
shall not be under any obligation to appoint 
managers under Section 6 of the Education 


consider that the management of the school is 
properly provided for by delegation to a repre- 
sentative body.” 
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to the last would be found in the second 
part of sub-section (1) of the clause, which 
provided that no power should be dele- 
gated of making a by-law under Section 74 
of the Elementary Education Act, 1870, or 
of incurring expenses in respect of capital 
expenditure or rent on account of the 


| provision or improvement of a public 
Act, 1902, for a public elementary school if they | 


That was to secure that when these | 
representative bodies were competent | 
they would be allowed to continue to. 


exercise their 
authority without being interfered with. 


valuable functions and | 


Then the next provision in the clause | 


provided that the accounts were to be | 


made out and audited properly. He 


thought that the provisions in this, 


respect were in the right direction. 
Sub-section (10) provided that— 


** Any council having powers under the Edu- 


cation Act, 1902, shall, in addition to the powers | 


given by the foregoing provisions of this section, 


have power to delegate to any persons or body | é ue 1 hora nage iss 
of persons, with or without any restrictions or the power which local authorities alrea:{s 


conditions, as they think fit, any of their | 


powers and duties under the Education Acts, 
except the power of raising a rate or borrowing 
money, or the power to charge any expenses 
incurred under those Acts separately on any 
area.” 


elementary school and no power or duty 
in connection with the engagement, dis- 
missal, and salaries of teachers without 
prejudice, however, to any power of 
delegation (otherwise than by scheme) 
under this or any other Act. It was 
thought undesirable to allow these del- 
gated bodies to interfere with these 
matters, although, as he had already 
stated, the clause secured that the county 
council might still delegate their powers 
to administrative sub-committees even 
if this power included the power of 
appointment or dismissal of teachers. 


|'That power of delegation which now 


existed had already been exercised in 
Cheshire and one or two other counties, 
and they did not want to interfere with 


had in this matter. Therefore the re 


| striction was introduced that this clause 


That meant that they did not want to) 


interfere with the power which the 
county councils had already of appointing 


administrative ‘sub-committees. which 
power many county councils had 
exercised with great advantage. These 
administrative sub-committees were 


given much wider powers than they 
were given under this clause in regard 
to the delegation of authority. They 
did not want, however, to 


lished a sub-committee. 


Then’ the last 
provision’ was—¥ fF“ 
+ az ee 4 


“If any local authority who are elected by 
the lecal government or parochial electors of 
their area, or any representative body for any 
delegation area under this section, request the 
council of the county in which the area is situ- 
ated to ineur specially for the benefit of that 
area expenditure in relation to elementary 
education beyond the normal expenditure in the 
rest of the county, the county council may, if 
they think fit, charge the expenditure so in- 
curred separately upon that area.” 


It would be observed that London was not 
included.# The question he had reserved 


Mr. Birrell, 


interfere | 


with a county that had already estab- | 
1 : | to them, or through the withholding of any 


should be without prejudice to any power 
of delegation under any other Act. 
Another provision was that— 


‘¢ Where powers and duties are delegated to 
a representative body, under a scheme male 
in pursuance of this section, the county council 
shall charge on the area for which the repre- 
sentative body acts (in this section referred to 
as ‘the delegation area’) the whole or some 
proportion of the expenses of carrying out the 
powers and duties delegated, of any amount of 
those expenses which exceeds some specitied 
sum or limit, and may in addition, if provision 
is made for the purpose by the scheme, charge 
on the delegation area any expense which 


| appears to the county council to have been 





caused by any neglect or default of the repre- 
sentative body to perform the duties delezated 


grant due to any such neglect or default.” 


These powers he thought would s2cure 
that the authority to whom certain 
powers had been delegated must not 
abuse or neglect them, and it also pro- 
vided for the expenditure of carrying out 
the provisions of the scheme in a uniform 
manner. I'he subsection also secured that 
the finances should not get into a state 
of confusion. He had now explained the 
whole clause. It was the result of a great 
deal of thought and labour and he hope'l 
that it might prove to be of use. 
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not be very large he hoped that they | 


would be large enough to meet the 
desire expressed in the debate they had 
on the subject of reviving the interest, 
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in such manner and proportions and subject to 
such conditions as may be provided by the 
scheme, and, if the scheme so directs, of 
ad titional members nominated in manner 
provided by the scheme, and not exceeding in 
number one-fourth of the total number of the 
representative body; For the purposes of this 
provision in the case of a local government 
area being a parish not having a parish council, 
parochial electors shall be substituted for 


| members of the parish council, and the parish 
| meeting shall be substituted for the parish 


particularly in rural districts, in the 
great work of education. 

New clause— 

(1) The conne:l of every county shall | 


subject to the provisions of this section, 
within two years after the tpassing of this 
Act, prepare a scheme for the purpose of 
deiegating throughout their county to repre- 
of their powers and duties with respect to 
elementary education, and shall as soon as 
may be after the passing of this Act obtain 
information for the purpose of making such a 
scheme by pablic local inquiries and other 
means. 

‘“No power of making a by-law under 
Section 74 of the Elementary Education Act, 
1S70, or of incurring expenses in respect of 
capital expenditure or rent on account of the 
provision or improvement of a public elemen- 
tary school, and no power or duty in connection 
with the engagement, dismissal, and salaries of 
teachers, shall be delegated under the scheme, 
without prejudice, however, to any power of 
lelegation (otherwise than by scheme) under 
this or any other Act. 

(2) Where powers and duties are delegated 
to a representative body, under a scheme made 
in pursuance of this section, the county council 
shall charge on the area for which the repre- 
sentative body acts (in this section referre:l to 


as ‘the delegation area’) the whole or some | 


proportion of the expenses of carrying out the 


power and duties delegated, or any amount of | 


those expenses which exceeds some specified 
sum or limit, and may in addition if provision 
is made for the purpose by the scheme, charge 
on the delegation area any expense which 
appears to the county council to have been 
caused by any neglect or default of the repre- 
sentative body to perform the duties delegated 
to them, or through the withholding of any 
vrant due to any such neglect or default. 

“ (3) The provisions of the scheme as to the 
powers and duties delegated, and as to the 


charging of expenses shall be uniform as 
respects all the delegation areas in the 
county. 

“(4) A delegation area must be either a local 


government area or a combination of local 
government areas, and the areas combined 
need not necessarily be contiguous. A repre- 
sentative body must be either—(a) a body 
elected for the purpose in manner provided by 
the scheme by the local government or parochial 
electors for the delegation area, on which 
women shall be capable of being elected ; or 
(b) the council of the local government area, 
where that is possible owing to the delegation 
area being a single local government area; or 
{¢) a body composed of members of the councils 
of such local government areas wholly or 
partly situate in the delegation area as the 
scheme directs, and appointed by those councils 


council, Women shall be capable of being 


| nominated as such additional members, and 


the scheme shall provide for the inelusion of 
some women amongst the members so 


| nominated. 
sentative bodies as detined by this section some | 


* (5) Every scheme prepared under this sec- 
tion shall be submitted to the Board of Educa- 
tion, and shall be approved by the Board if they 


| are satisfied that proper inquiries have been 
| made before preparing the scheme, and that an 


opportunity has been given to persons in- 
terested in the matter for expresslng their 
views on any scheme so prepared, and that the 
scheme is within the powers given by this 
section. On the approval of a scheme by the 
Board of Edueation, the scheme shall have 
etfect as if enacted by this Act. 

**(6) Lf, after obtaining information for the 
purpose of a scheme under this section, the 


| couucil of a county having a population accord- 


ing to the last census of less than 65,000, pass a 
resolution that a scheme is not necessary in 
their case having regard to the special cireum- 
stances of their county, and make a special 
report on the subject to the Board of Educa- 
tion, the Board of Education may, if they 
think fit, exempt that council from the obliga- 
tion to make a scheme under this section, but 
the council may at any time, if they think fit, 
make such a scheme, although the scheme is 
not prepared within the time limited by this 
section. 

“(7) A scheme under this section may be 
altered or amended by a subsequent scheme 
male in accordance with the provisions thereof, 


j}anl a county council may at any time make 





such a scheme for the purpose. 


*(8) A county council shall not be under 
any obligation to appoint managers under 
section 6 of the Education Act, 1902, for a 
public elementary school if they consider that 
the management of the school is properly 
provided for by delegation to a representative 
body. 


(9) The accounts of the receipts and ex- 
penditure of a representative body under this 
section shall be made up and audited in like 
manner and subject to the same provisions 
(including penal provisions) as the accounts of 
a local education authority. Provided that if, 
in any case, the Local Government Board so 
determine, those accounts shall be audited as 
accounts of the county council, and in that case 
the auditor shall have the same power with 
respect to members of the representative body 
and their officers as he would have if those 
members and officers were officers of the 
county council. 


**(10) Any council having powers under the 
Education Act, 1902, shall, in addition to the 
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powers given by the foregoing provisions of 
this section, have power to delegate to any 
persons or body of persons, with or without 
any restrictions or conditions, as they think fit 
any of their powers and duties under the 
Education Acts, except the power of raising a 
rate or borrowing money, or the power to 
charge any expenses incurred under those 
Acts separately on any area. 


**(11) If any local authority who are elected 
by the local government or parochial electors 
of their area, or any representative body for 
any delegation area under this section, request 
the council of the county in which the area is 
situated to incur specially for the benefit of 
that area expenditure in relation to elementary 
education beyond the normal expenditure in 
the rest of the county, the county council may, 
if they think fit, charge the expenditure so in- 
curred separately upon that area. 

**(12) In this section—The expression 
‘county’ does not include a county borough 
or the county of London, and does not include 
any part of a county which is not included in 
the area of the county council as local eduea- 
tion authority under Part 3 of the Education 
Act, 1902. The expression ‘local government 
area’ means a borough, an urban or a rural | 
district council, or a parish—” 
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3rought up, and read the first time. 


Question proposed, “That this clause 
be now read a second time.” 


*Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) 
thought the new clause was in many 
respects better than the old one. But 
one part, sub-section (10) was absolutely 
against direct popular control. He had 
always thought that that was an idea 
which theLiberal Party held very strongly, 
It was not necessary, apparently, that 
a single member of the administrative 
sub-committee should be popularly 
elected. How was it pessible for a 
Government which came in on the ery of 
popular control to bring in a provision 
of that sort? He thought it must be 
an oversight on the part of the President 
of the Board of Education, as it was 
directly in the teeth of the utterances 
of prominent members of the Party 
opposite. He thought the Committee 
would agree with him that it was im- 
possible for Members on the Ministerial 
side of the House who were elect»d on 
the cry of direct popular control to 
support a clause such as this unless it 
was amended by the President of the 
Board of Education. 


Viscount MORPETH (Birmingham, 
§.) said that the proposed clause was 
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extremely long and the machinery ex- 
tremely complicated. The right hon. 
Gentleman had not contended that any 
advantage could be derived from it 
except that its main object was to stimu- 
late interest in education in country 
parishes. It was very difficult to say 
whether the clause would stimulate edu- 
cational interest in rural districts; he 
himself thought it would have the oppo- 
site effect. Then London was exempted ; 
but if there was need for devolution 
in any of the counties of England there 
was far more need for it in the county 
of London than elsewhere. Why should 
the London County Council be the only 
council which was not to havefits admini- 
strative area broken up and put into 
the melting pot? Reference had been 
made to the London School Board and 
to its abolition, but he should like to 
know what would have been said on 
the Ministerial side of the House if 
there had been an attempt to break up 
the School Board for London by putting 
another body between the board and its 
own managers who were in contact 
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with the schools. If he remembered 
rightly it was the Party opposite 
that steadily resisted the associa- 


tion of the borough councils with the 
edi:cation of London. They thought that 
to add another representative body 
directly responsible to its own electorate, 
in some respects different from that of 
the County Council, would lead to friction, 
to reproaches, and would injure the educa- 
tion of London. He was no opponent 
of a system of devolution if the 
system was elastic and if every local 
authority was to make a scheme best 
suited to its own area, but he did object 
to bringing in small authorities and 
managers of schools. ‘That seemed to 
him to be a dual control that must make 
for friction and expenditure. These 
minor authorities were to have the control 
of repairs, of caretakers, of the purchase 
of school materials, and the enforcing of 
attendance. To take the case of the pur- 
chase of school materials, he knew of 
a county council which saved, literally, 
£1,000 on the cost of school materials 
by taking over the purchase and buying 
from a wholesale man instead of * round 
the corner.” None of the other duties 
handed over to these minor authorities 


were duties worth having; neither the 
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control of caretakers nor repairs, which 
were trivial, had the slightest interest 
for the ratepayers. The one matter 
which did interest the parents and 
in which they wished to have some 
control was the appointment of the 
teacher. He would be strongly opposed 
to handing over the fixing of the salary 
to them, because he believed they would 
pay niggardly salaries, but he would 
be prepared to allow the managers to 
be appointed by the parish council and 
to allow the managers to appoint the 
teachers. That was done in the West 
Riding of Yorkshire and in the county 
of the education authority of which he 
was a member. The managers should 
always appoint the teacher subject to 
the veto of the county council. It was for 
the reason that the powers given by this 
clause were not the powers the people 
wanted ; because it added machinery 
which would do very little work ; because 
it would not stimulate that interest that 
it was supposed to do, that he opposed 
the clause as it stood. In his opinion 
this extra authority sandwiched in 
between the county council and the 
managers could only make for confusion, 
expense, and maladministration. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) said that as he understood his right 
hon. friend, sub-section (10) of this 
clause had been specially put in 
in order to cover the case of county 
councils which had schemes already, like 
the county council of the West Riding of 
Yorkshire and the Cheshire County 
Council. Those county councils had 
already appointed committees under the 
Act of 1902 and given them power to 
deal with certain alministrative matters 
which this clause in an earlier sub-section 
excluded from the powers to be delegate | 
to the representative bodies. What he 
wished to ask his right hon, frien was 


whether, if it had been thought by the | 


Government that a certain amount of 


freedom should be allowed to those county | 


councils which had thought it expedient 
that in arranging this machinery the local 
committees they had appointed under the 


Act of 1902 should have certain powers | 
both with regard to the school buildings | 


and the provision of school accommo- 


dation, and the recommendation and) 


the appointment and dismissal of school 
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teachers—whether, having regard to the 
fact that sub-section (10) was placed in 
this clause on the express ground that 
it was to displace the provision that 
sanctioned the policy adopted by these 
county councils in respect to these points, 
he could not see his way to allowing the 
same latitude and freedom of discretion 
to other county councils to deal with the 
areas for which they were responsible. He 
did not wish to elaborate the question 
now. He merely wished to put it to his 
right hon. friend that, having admitted 
the reasonableness of the policy cf these 
county councils, he could not open the 
door to other county councils to deal 
with their areas in a similar way. It 
seemed to him that sub-section (10) as it 
stood was extremely obscure and could 
hardly stand in its present form. 
He hoped the clause would be read a 
second time with unanimity. They were 
deeply grateful to the right hon. Gentle- 
man for bringing the clause in in the 
improved form in which it now stood, 
and also to his hon. friexd the Member 
for Middleton and those who hal worked 
with him in first preparing it. al 


*Mr. ADKINS (Lancashire, Middleton) 
wished to join with the hon. Member for 
Northamptonshire in most heartily thank- 
the Government and the Minister for Edu- 
cation for bringing in this clause. The hon. 
Member for South Birminghay, who had 
opposed the clause altogether, had treated 
it as a measure for destroying the county 
council administration. He (Mr. Adkins) 
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thought that of those who were in 
favour of the clause not one would 
accept that description of it. The 


very object, intention, and method of 
the clause was to unite to the existing 
county council administration such dele- 


gation as the county council _ itself 
might decide to have in its area. When 


the hon. Member for South Birmingham 
objected to the system of delegation to 
representative bodies that of course wes 
the point upon which the issue was joined 
in that debate. But to say that to 
delegate to representative bodies was 
therefore to have dual control was to use 
a phrase which was unintentionally but 
thoroughly misleading. What was the 
universal fact of the local government 
law of England? They had the par‘sh 
and the district and the county. Azy 
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‘device which forgot any of those three 
areas was bound to falland to be injured 
by such forgetfulaess. And just as now the 
‘district councils had certain authority 
and county councils had superior author- 
ity in many of those matters, so, in 
addition, many of them would wish the 
district to have some authority and 
financial responsibility in educational 
‘matters, while 
supremacy of the body goveraing the 


county area. He thought the onus of proof | 


was upon those who wished to have differ 


ent geographical arrangements for educa- | 
tion rather than upon those who wished | 


to assimilate education in this respect to 
local goveriment in general. There were 


two other matters which he would like to | 


Taise. One was the question of sub-sec- 


tion (10) of this clause, which undoubtedly | 
He would suggest | 


awoke great interest. 
that all existing methods of delegation, 
including the excellent experiments tried 
in Cheshire, the West Riding, and else- 
where, w re absolutely and completely 
reserved by the words at the end of Sub- 
clause (1), which were— 

“ Withour prejudice to any power of delega- 
tion otherwise than by scheme under this or 
any other Act.” 

That preserved all existing delegation. 
and he thought that that would prevent 
Cheshire or the West Riding or any other 
great county council from feeling that 
any power now belonging to them was 
taken away or hampered by this clause. 
But when they proceeded from maintain- 
ing what existed to adding to that general 
method of delegation, then he thought 
many Members on both sides of the House 
would be sorry that indefinite methods of 
delegation should be given in addition 


when this clause suggested that the 
proper method of delegation was to 
predominantly representative bodies. He 


1 


hoped the Minister for Education would 
be able to tell them that the words in the 
first sub-section were adequate for the very 
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| followed that these counties would 
/not prepare any scheme of delegation. 
‘It really meant that where the 
geographical necessity was not so 
obvious, the question would be referred 
(to the Board of Education. The 
| object was to excite local interest and 
| bring education nearer to the homes of 
| the electors and citizens, and that was 
not likely to be foregone because of a 
resolution passed by one or two county 
councils. He hoped the Government 
'who had adopted this clause would use 
all their powers to pass it into law. He 
hoped they would not be friendly to any 
Amendments which would diminish the 
power of the delegation suggested, and 
that they would be willing to consider 
sympathetically the suggestion that sub- 
section (10) should not be allowed to over- 
ride or impair in any way the efficacy of 
the rest of the clause. It had been laid 
down that the powers of making the 
by-laws in regard to school attendance 
should be reserved to the county councils, 
He thought they would all be ready to 
agree to that. With regard to the carrying 
out of those bye-laws, he thought that 
might be freely left to the council. There 
was one thing which English county 
councils specially prided themselves upon 
and it was the success in regard to school 
attendance which had attended their 
efforts during the last few years, and 
there was not the faintest danger of 
their delegating that power to any 
incompetent body. In large centres of 
population in Lancashire and Yorkshire 
it might be desirable to delegate the 
enforcing of school attendance. If such 
duties were not discharged thoroughly 
there was the power for penalising 
any district which was the means 
of losing funds. With those checks 
he hoped the Government would be 
willing to retain the clause in its present 
form without in any way diminishing 
delegation as provided under it. 


| 
| 


laudable purpose of retaining present | 


methods, and that therefore he would be | 
able to leave out sub-clause (10), which | 


gave very wide and indefinite powers 
which might conceivably detract from 


the impetus which they hoped county | 


councils would have for putting 
into ferce therest of the clause. With | 
regard to the sub-section relating 


small counties, it by no means 
Mr. Adkins. 


to 


Str WILLIAM ANSON said _ there 
was a general agreement in the Committee 
that the President of the Board of Educa- 
tion had endeavoured to carry out his 
promise with regard to this clause. He 
‘thought delegation should be stimulated 
in all our large areas. The right hon. 
Gentleman had told them that this new 
‘clause was the result of much thought, 
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and he regretted that it did not find | seemed to be a rather serious flaw. He 
expression earlier in the history of the | thought the localities should have some 
Bill, for then they might have had a| voice in the selection of teachers, and 
longer time to study this new proposal, some power of approving or suggesting 
which really was a small Bill in itself. | the persons who were to teach in their 
Under these circumstances he would like | schools. He thought that was a very 
to call attention to two or three points; | important matter. These were points 
one was the enormous labour which | which he thought the Government 
would be thrown upon the Board of | had considered hardly sufficiently. 
Education by this Bill. This measure | . 
threw upon the Board of Education a| Mr, STUART (Sunderland) said that 
number of new duties of a very delicate, | taking the clause as a whole he con- 
contentious, and difficult character. It sidered it a very fair one. He quite 
would have to decide in the future agreed with the hon. Baronet the Mem- 
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a great many points. It would | ber for Oxford University who had just 
hive to listen to appeals, express | referred to the engagement and selection 
approval of certain acts, and it/of teachers. There was certainly an 


would very shortly have to adjust ex- | opportunity there for giving some power 
tremely difficult and complicated relations | to the local authorities which would be 





with the Education Department for 
Wales, and at the same time whilst 
parting with some of those powers and 
duties, it would have to reorganise a 
complicated system of control over the 
local authorities in Wales and the 
Department which was to control edu- 
cation in the Principality. In addition 
to all this the Board of Education under 
this proposal would have to approve 
a number of schemes sent up by large 
local authorities. Any one who had 
had any experience of bringing into 
operation the Act of 1902 and the 
settlement and official approval of the 
schemes then submitted to the Board of 
Education would at once realise that they 
were throwing a very heavy burden upon 
that Depart nent. Some of the delega- 
tion areas might be very small and minor 
local authorities with no very great 
position. He would like to know whether 
it was proposed to delegate to them some 
of the very complicated and difficult 
matters which would have to be decided 
under this Bill. The local education 
authority might have several urban dis- 
tricts with a population of more than 
5,000. Would they be permitted to 


delegate the decision of questions arising | 


under Clause 4? Was it to be permitted 
to any delegation area that they should 
determine whether a new school offered 
to the local authority under Section 5 
was to be accepted or not ? He thought 
that was a matter in regard to which 
the education authority ought to retain 
its fpowers. On the other hand the 
Teservation in regard to the teachers 
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|of advantage not only in connection 
| with the schools themselves but in the 
encouragement of persons to take part in 
| local bodies. He believed it would be 
|found that the management of groups 
of schools was really the best method to 
| adopt. He hoped, however, the Govern- 
| ment would be prepared to withdraw the 
| paragraph empowering councils to dele- 
gate to any persons or body of persons 
/any of their powers under the Kduca- 
ition Acts, except the powers of raising 
| a rate, borrowing money, and of charging 
| expenses separately on any area. That 
| paragraph was contrary to the general 
spirit of the rest of the clause, which 
was to delegate powers to elective bodies. 
There would be a want of security 
generally in the clause if they felt that 
in passing it they were allowing county 
and town councils to delegate their 
powers in the way proposed by that 
paragraph. He knew there were cases 
where there was some similar delegation, 
and he hoped it would be preserved. 
| He also hoped that nothing would induce 
| the Government to touch the question o 
| London in the Bill. 





Lorp BALCARRES said that although 
on the whole the new clause was a good 
one, he differed very much in regard to 
sub-section (10). The President of the 
Board of Education had merely referred 
to it, and had not stated his case 
for inserting that sub-section. It ap- 
peared to him to supersede the rest of 
ithe delegation clauses. It was in add:- 





ition to the , powers conferred in the 


I 
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previous sub-sections; without any re- | and the carrying out of repairs no money 


striction or conditions the local authority 
could devolve any of their powers upon 
two or more persons. That meant that 
a great council like Lancashire or the 
West Riding of Yorkshire could nominate 
two persons to whom the whole of theiz 
duties could be delegated. That was 
inconceivable. As he read the clause he 
did not think any section of the Committee 
would be inclined to support it. He 
rather gathered that during the previous 
debate there was a good deal of hostility 
shown towards taking the parish as the 
unit for delegation. The word “ parish ”’ 
Was a very clastic term; it might mean 
a place with 200 or 300 inhabitants, or one 
with 15,000 inhabitants which was not an 
urban district, and would be excluded 
under Clause 4. Such a parish, he took 
it, would be included in the new delega- 
tion clause. They were all aware of the 
complexity of a problem which, for 
example, took the parish as a unit of 
delegation, there being small rural par- 
ishes with a few hundreds of inhabitants 
up to Islington with its population of 
340,000. There were also sparsely popu- 
lated counties of large area, but the fact 
that the population was sparse did not 
in any way remove the educational need 
for delegation, for the sparseness of popu- 
lation and the difficulty of communica- 
tion must tend to centralise the work of 
cducation in those districts. 
moreover, that it was important in the 
interests of delegation that the subjects 
Cclegatcd should not be of a character 
likely to excite local hostility. The 
teachers were to be excluded from 
these powers. He gathered from the 
expressions of approval from hon. Mem- 
bers opposite that some of them thought 
that the appointment of teachers should 
also be delegated. His cpinion was 
that all the questions attecting the 
selection of the educational machinery 
for the schools should be left for 
many reasons to the central authority, 
and that it would be unwise to 
allow the delegated authority to ad- 
minister the by-laws. Such questions 
as rent and capital cost, must, of course, 
be excluded, but there was an ambiguity 
which he should like explained as to 
whether the word “improvement ”’ also 
included repairs. 


questions as the provision of apparatus 
Lord Balearres. 


was going to be saved by this clause. 
If they bought things retail they cost 


-more than if they were bought in the 


gross. All the charges brought against 
the local authorities of raising the 
rates might be true from some points 


‘of view, but the economies they had 
effected by buying in gross had more 


'than counterbalanced the extra cost 
'of administration. The hon. Member 


for Middleton had given particular atten- 


‘tion to this subject, and he always 


listened to his views with great respect. 
He thought, however, there was always 
a certain amount of danger in delegating 
the enforcement of local — by-laws, 
School attendance, was, of course, ¢x- 
cluded, and he did not think anyone 
would suggest that it ought to be 
delegated. Nothing would be more 
popular than to allow the local authority 
to settle the question of school attend- 


-ance, but nothing could be more inju- 


/ rious to education. 


to the curriculum. 
‘that could be delegated. 


He would be very 
sorry to see the interpretation and 
enforcement of the by-laws made a 
subject of contest at a parish council 
election. His chief doubt was in regard 
He understood that 
Local condi- 


tions varied so much that it might be 
difficult for the central local authority 
‘of some great area to make provision 


He urged, | 


for all the varying interests which were 
affected by the school curriculum. Lan- 
cashire had every imaginable kind of local 
interest and conditions which might make 


-one central code a matter of complaint 


With regard to such | 


between one district and another. None 
the less he thought the local education 
authorities were quite competent to alter 
the curriculum for their own particular 
district to meet local requirements. 
Was it not better that the central 
authority which, ipso facto, approached 
these questions from a more disin- 
terested point of view than the smaller 
authority, should settle these matters 
in the general interests of the county, 
and deal with all the large ques- 
tions affecting the curriculum? He 
did not like to make this mandatory 
on the local education authority. He 
looked at it from the point of view of 
Lancashire where the local authorities 
had done extraordinarily well. There 
were passive resisters on the Central 
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Committee, but that had not prevented | 
them from working with extraordinary | 
loyalty and enthusiasm for the administra- | 
tion of the Act. He did not like to say to | 
a county with such a local education | 
authority that a scheme must be produced | 
for every parish in its area. But he saw | 
the necessity for it from the point of view | 
of the right hon. Gentleman who felt that | 
unless he put in the word “‘ must ” at the | 
beginning he would find that some 
authorities would and others would not 
carry out the requirements of the clause. | 
He did not know whether there was any | 
state of mind between “may” and | 
“must,” but if there was a compromise 
between these two conditions, he should | 
very much like to see it introduced at the 
beginning of this section. The Bill 
provided that the delegation had to be 
done within two years of the passing of 
the Act—that was to say, within two years 
from Ist January, 1908, when the Act was | 
to come into operation. The time given 
for carrying out this system of delegation | 
was too short. His hon. friend the 
Member for Oxford University had 
pointed out what was incontestable, that 
this Act was going to place an incalculable 
burden upon the Education Department. 
All the points to which his hon. friend had 
referred, and which would have ulti- 
mately to be settled by the Board of 
Education, would have to be considered | 
in the first instance by the local education | 
authorities. To his mind that was a 
perfectly sufficient reason for arguing that | 
the two years should be extended to three | 
or even four. There were other cogent 
reasons for giving more time. This was a 
gigantic clause, and to put it in operation 
in Lancashire alone would mean the | 
preparation of hundreds of schemes. 
In the end no doubt a model scheme 
would be devised, but that, in itself was a | 
work of immense magnitude. The burden 
of preparing ali these schemes would be 
so great that it might from several points | 
of view endanger the good working of the | 
machine. Our system of educational | 
finance was, he would not say, in a state of | 
chaos, but it was in a state of con-| 
fusion. The President of the Board of | 
Education had announced that next year | 
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he proposed to introduce legislation which | 
would unify the system. That, of course, 
was an excellent proposal, but he thought 
it came a year too soon, This new clause 
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dealt largely with finance, and he did not 
think the legislation to unify the financial 
system should be introduced until the 
claus e came into force. He imagined 
that the Bill next year which the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed to introduce 
would come into operation on 31st-March, 
1908, just when the local authorities 
of the country were providing schemes of 
delegation. Therefore, within a few 


| months of the completion of their labours 


the schemes might have to be modified 
in view of the new scheme for amal- 
gamating the system of finance. It was 
not his intention to make a_ hostile 
speech in regard to this clause. He be- 
heved in the principle of delegation. He 


| was sure that if a little extra time were 


allowed better schemes would be made 
from the point of view of the local 
authority. Ifthe local education authori- 
ties were hurried and offended in this 
matter, the intention to re-establish local 
interest in education would be frustrated. 


*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) urged that the area of delegation must 
not be too large, so that parents of all 
classes might take part in the work of 
managing the schools, and regain that 
control which the Act of 1902 had tended 
totakeaway. What was wanted was that 
working men should be able to attend the 
meetings of the local bodies to whom duties 
It would be perfectly 
impossible in many cases for working men 
to be on the present local authorities. 
He hoped, therefore, that the county 
authorities would frame comprehensive 
schemes which would enable all classes to 


| take part in the work of the local bodies. 
| When they were discussing the Act of 
| 1902 they were told again and again by 


the late Prime Minister that it would 
do away entirely with one man manage- 
ment. The fact was, however, that it 
had introduced one man management 
everywhere. They all felt that the Act 
of 1902 ought to have provided for an 
extension of the old school board system 
established in 1870. He agreed with 
what the hon. Member for Sunderland 
said on a former occasion that the work 


| done under the 1902 Act had been very 
/ much scamped because the local author- 


ities had not time to overtake the burden 
placed upon them. 
I 2 
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Mr. A. J. BALPOUR desired to have 
from the President of the Board of 
Education some idea of the powers to 
be delegated, some sketch scheme. He 
did not know if the right hon. Gentleman 
would think it worth while to adopt the 
hint from his noble friend to substitute 
“may” for “shall.” The Government 
scheme excluded from the obligatory 
duty certain authorities below a certain 
limit, and that was night; but he was 
not sure that it would not be well to 
allow more elasticity, and if a council 
could show reasons why it should not 


be required to prepare a scheme of the | 
kind, the Board of Education might have | 


a power of dispensation. He was not 
quite sure how such a scheme as was 
contemplated would work in harmony 
with existing arrangements. For in- 
stance, he believed that the Cheshire 
Council had an elaborate scheme in 
working. If any county had a scheme 
in operation and could show it was 
working well, that might be sufficient. 
This was really an experiment, and 
possibly a county might be able to show 
that this scheme in the conditions 
existing would do more harm than good. 
He was utterly unable to see why London 
should excluded. The conflict of 
authority in London was not greater 
than in many great educational areas. 
If there was any truth for the allegation 
that county councils were overworked, 
it would certainly apply to London, 
with a population of 5,000,000 and a 
child population of 750,000. Why insist 
upon delegation for Lancashire or the 
West Riding and not for London ? 
He was in favour of more elasticity over 
the whole country, but if these great 
communities were brought within the 
scope of the proposal there was no reason 
in theory or in practice for excluding 
London. 


be 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that London 
occupied a different position in many 
ways. They must stand by unified 
rating for London at all costs; the more 
they broke up London the more they 
increased differentiation of rating. Unified 
rating must be secured before entering 
upon devolution. He was very hopeful 


that under the new system of manage- 
ment managers would have more duties 
devolved upon them. 


From an educa: 
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tional point of view he regarded this 
proposal for devolution with great 
anxiety, and he might even say with 
a great deal of misgiving. He would 
have taken larger areas, cutting them 
up into proportions of Poor Law unions 
and giving complete control, with 
devolution of certain powers to managers. 
This was a big undertaking, and in many 
cases he feared machinery would be set 
up that would be turned to no useful 
purpose. He had notice of an Amend- 
ment to turn “shall” into “ may,” but 
he did not know that he should press it. 
The Leader of the Opposition made a 
raluable suggestion when he said the 
Board of Education might have power 
of dispensation if a council thought it 
undesirable to cut up the county. Only 
the larger parishes should be allowed 
to become, delegation areas. ‘lo the 
powers reserved he would add the en- 
forcing of by-laws. Certain powers of 
selecting teachers might be given, 
In regard to the question of capital 
expenditure he thought it was quite 
properly reserved. In reference to the 
reservation in connection with the en- 
gagement, dismissal, and salaries of 
teachers, nobody suggested that the 
question of the salaries should not be 
reserved, but a number of hon. Members 
on the Ministerial side of the House 
thought that the delegation body should 
have some power in regard to the appoint- 
ment of the teacher. But even if the 
words of the clause were left in 
their present form, the county council 
would still be capable of devolving 
large powers in this respect upon 
the delegation authority. ‘The delegation 
authority might look through the applica- 
tions for the appointment and might 
sift down the applicants to a certain 
number, while the ultimate appointment 
of the teacher was left to the county 
council. The noble Lord had said that 
nothing would give a parish council 
greater pleasure than to appoint a 
teacher. In his judgment nothing would 
give them greater pleasure than to dis- 
miss a teacher. But they ought to 
have the power to do something in 
reference to the appointment of a teacher 
in the way of recommendation, even if 
they did not have the ultimate ap- 
pointment. The President of the 
Board of Education had pleaded very 














265 Education (England 


interest of women in educational work, 
but he would point out to the right 
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eloquently for a revival of the direct | 


hon. Gentleman that under the clause | 


as it now stood, in certain parts of the 


country women would not be eligible | 


for election on these delegated bodies 
unless the system of election of borough 
councils was reformed. As to subsection 
(10) he need not go into that now, because 
he had an Amendment upon the paper 
to strike it out. He did not understand 
it, and to his mind it was an amazing 
proposal, because it would put the direc- 
tion of education, except in regard to 
the power of raising a rate or borrowing 
money or the charging of expenses, into 
the hands of the clergyman and the 
curate. He did not think that the 
subsection could be allowed to stand 
as it was, and at the proper time he 
should move to omit it. 


*Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorks, W.R., Bark- 
ston Ash) said that the new Government 
delegation clause was a distinct improve- 
ment in many ways upon that which it 
had displaced. But in some ways it did 
not go far enough. One point which had 
not been touched upon was the incidence 
of the rates. He wished to urge upon the 
Committee that where they had rural 
areas alongside progressive urban areas 
it was very unfair that the same principle 
of rating should obtain. When they had 
a congested population it was possible for 
them to develop their system of education, 
but where they came to the population 
outside those areas they could not receive 
the same benefits from the rates which 
they were paying. In the West Riding 
at the present time in regard to secondary 
and also elementary education the bene- 
fit received from the education given was 
much greater in the urban than in the 
rural districts. He quite agreed that 
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authority a considerable reduction would 
result. It was only fair that where 
certain districts were receiving certain 
benefits those districts should pay for them. 
He did not wish to add to the length of 
the discussion, but there were one or two 
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| other points in the clause to which he ob- 


the powers of delegation given were | 


small—he wished they were larger— 
but small as they were the expenses 
incurred should be in proportion to the 
benefit received by the area. 
expenses incurred should be 


The | 
in the | 


details of management and maintenance. | 


When the whole question of the 


ordering of small articles had to go. 


through a great many hands there must 
be a great deal of expense. If these 
matters were given over to the delegation 


jected. He wished to re-echo what had 
been said as to the objection to small 
areas. There were few Members of the 
House who wished to go back to the 
school board system. The question “of 
the differentiation of the rate might come 
in here. If they had a parish council or 
any other small body of that sort dealing 
with the question there might be in- 
justice to one parish as compared with 
another which was either poorer or more 
wealthy, but if they had the area 
sufficiently large this would not arise. 
There should be some limit of popula- 
tion in the areas. At present no such 
limit was imposed by the clause, and he 
thought it might very well be inserted, 
There was also the question of the 
appointment of teachers. He did not 
believe they would ever get delegation 
bodies to take a proper interest in their 
duties unless they gave them sufficient 
work to do, and if there was one thing 
more than another in which such bodies 
were interested it was in the appointment 
of the teachers. These were matters 
which would make all the difference in 
the work done by the delegation bodies. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
stick to his proposal to make the clause 
take a compulsory form, for it was the 
only means by which they could obtain 
uniformity. The clause was a great im- 
provement and would afford relief from 
the hopeless congestion of work existing 
in some counties. 


*Mr. VERNEY (Buckinghamshire, N.) 
said it seemed to him that this was one 
of the most important clauses that had 
been introduced. He thought it was 
an excellent idea that a scheme should 
be prepared by every county council 
after a public local inquiry had been held. 
What he thought required a little ex- 
planation was subsection (3), which spoke 
of uniformity in regard to delegation 
areas. He hoped that the Committee 
would agree that these schemes must 
differ in} some! respects, hecavse? one 
part of the county might rarsibly 
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require one set of rules and regulations 
and another part of the county might 
require a different set. 


hon. Gentleman fully considered how 


difficult it was to get that uniformity | 


which apparently was mandatory under 
sub-section (3)? He was afraid women 
would be excluded from the education 
authority in some districts unless the 
clause was made more definite in its 
teferences to them. For instance, under 
section 4, sub-section (c), a scheme might, 
or might not, provide for the nomination 
of additional members. In a later part 
of the clause it provided for “the inclu- 
sion of some women amongst the members 
so nominated,” 
did not provide for the nomination of 
additional members, “the inclusion of 
some women” would be an impossibility, 
although nominally compulsory. He 
wished the whole clause had been 


made more frankly democratic by the | 
of | 


introduction, fully and completely 
the ad hoc system; but he joined in 
thanking the right hon. Gentleman for 
the clause so far as it went. 


Viscount HELMSLEY (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk) pointed out that, owing to 
the system of the pooling of the rates, the 
tural districts had suffered very severely. 
One curious result had been that up to 
now the ratepayers in rural districts had 
been paying for the building of schools 
in urban districts and actually for interest 
on the old debt incurred by School Boards. 
So far as he could make out, even under 
this clause that manifest injustice would 
continue, and he asked the right hon. 
Gentleman whether he could not 
his way to make provision for the 
tent of schools and the interest on 
building loans or previous debts in| 
uny delegated area being paid for 
by the area concerned instead of by 
the whole country. If that were done, 
he thought a large grievance would be 
removed from rural districts, and that 
the general system of rating for the pur- 
poses of education would be a great deal 
more fair than at present. He imagined 
that there would also have to be differen- 
tiation in the grants and that the schools 
in each delegated area would be paid the 
grants they earned instead of the grants 
of all the schools in the whole county 
being pooled together as the rates were 


Mr. 


Verney. 
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| at present. 


Had the right | 


If, therefore, a scheme | 


see | 
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He would be very glad if 
the right hon. Gentleman could see his 
way to do something on these points. 
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| 
| 

| Mr. BIRREDL said he was fully alive 
to the grievance mentioned by the noble 
| Lord, but to touch on that thorny question 
i would be entirely outside the seope 
‘of the clause. He hoped the Geverp: 
/ment might soon be able to deal 
|with it, but he could not make any 
| promises as to what the legislation of 
| next session would be. He could not 
irespond altogether to the Leader of the 
| Opposition, who had invited him to state 
| what would be the delegated duties. The 
clause was careful to atate what powers 
should not be delegated ; but he thought 
they were all agreed that the duties 
should include the duties of management, 
'a voice, though not a final voice, in 
settling the curriculum of the school, a 
voice in the selection of teachers, though 
not their actual appointment, and gener- 
ally that sort of thing. The right hon. 
Gentleman had also asked him about the 
religious question. Of course he need 
scarcely say that nothing was further 
from the intention of the Government, 
and he hoped nothing would be further 
from the minds of any county council, 
than to delegate such contentious and 
thorny questions to these bodies, and if 
words were necessary to make it clear 
that they were not to be delegated, they 
should be inserted. Thereseemed to be a 
feeling prevailing in the House in favour 
of keeping the clause compulsory,and that 
there should be a genuine attempt made 
iby all educational authorities, except 
those who could claim exemption under 
‘the clause, to devolve some portion of 





‘their duties. He thought that, on the 
|whole, the Government would have 


to adhere to the compulsory character of 
the scheme. With regard to delegation 
under the Act of 1902, the Government 
did not for a moment propose to interfere 
with the power of appointing sub-com- 
mittees under that Act. He did not want 
to take away from progressive county 
councils the power of delegation to their 
own sub-committees, which had worked 
so well in the past. Therefore, although 
it was open to the criticism of there being 
possibly a dual authority, acting partly 
under delegated powers under this scheme 





and partly under the Act of 1902, he was 
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afraid that could not be avoided. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition had made some very valuable 
remarks about London. London was 
left out for no other reason except 
that it was so big, but there was no 
reason why it should not delegate some of 
its educational work to other bodies. He 
questioned whether the time would not 
come when it would be better for the 
London County Council to hand over its 
educational work to a body without any 
other duties. He was unable to say to 
what extent that feeling existed, but he 
had received deputations and had spoken 
to many Members of the London County 
Council, and he believed the time would 
very soon come when that body would 
have to deal with its own educational 
problem on the footing of having a 
separate education authority of its own. 
He thought London pressed in a more 
violent way than any other part of the 
country and required stronger efforts than 
could be made under this clause. He was 
afraid they could not add to their diffi- 
culties by bringing London within the 
purview of the clause. He felt he must 
recommend the clause as it was, and he 
hoped they might now read it a second 
time. Difficulties had been raised about 
subsection (10). He did not know that it 
was necessary, and he did not propose 
to insist upon it. It was really only put 
in out of adesire to safeguard the powers 
of delegation under the Act of 1902. If 
there was a feeling against the subsection, 
so long as they did not do anything 
to deprive educational authorities of 
powers they already possessed, which 
had worked admirably well in the past, 
where people had been keen and eager 
about the subject, he was content. He 
hoped the Committee would now allow 
the clause to be read a second time. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time. 


Viscount MORPETH moved as an 
Amendment to the proposed new clause 
to substitute “may” for “shall” in 
line 1. There might be cases in which 
devolution was not necessary, and where 
it was not desired. Then there were 
county councils which had already made 
schemes, some of which were working 
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excellently. He thought it would be a 
pity to interfere with those schemes. 
The right hon. Gentleman himself had ad- 
mitted that there might be confusion, as 
there might be the old delegation and 
the new delegation working side by 
side. In order to avoid that confusion 
he proposed that the clause should be 
optional to counties, and that a county 
council should be able to say to the 
Board of Education that they already 
had a scheme of devolution or delega- 
tion that met the wishes of the county. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
new clause— 
“Tn line 1, to leave out the word ‘ shall,’ 


and insert the word ‘may.’” — (Viscount 
Morpeth.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the word 
‘shall’ stand part of the proposed new 
clause.” 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHe BOARD or EDUCA- 
TION (Mr. Loven, Islington, W.) said 
that for the reasons given a moment ago 
by his right hon. friend it would be 
impossible to accept this Amendment. 
It was much more desirable that the 
matter should be definitely stated in 
the Act. The effect of the Amendment 
would be to throw discretion on the 
Board of Education, which would greatly 
add to its trouble and labour. 


Lorp BALCARRES said the scheme 
had got to go to the Board anyhow, 
and if the Amendment were accepted 
the labours of the Board would be 
reduced by the number of cases in which 
the local authority did not desire to 
make a scheme. The Leader of the 
Opposition had suggested a scheme for 
a kind of “half-way house” between 
obligation and option. If that Amend- 
ment were accepted the clause would 
then read :— 

‘“‘If after obtaining information for the 
purpose of a scheme under this section the 
council of any county pass a Resolution that a 
scheme is not necessary ”— 
then the Board could absolve them 
from carrying their scheme into effect. 
That would be a kind of compromise 
which was supported by a good many 
persons who did not want to force this 
matter on the local authorities. 
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*Mr. ADKINS said that many of 
them hoped that the Government would 
neither accept this Amendment nor re- 
spond to the suggestion of the noble Lord. 
In the proposal embodied in the clause 
there was a definite new policy of devolu- 
tion to representative bodies throughout 
the country, and that definite and clear 
principle many of them demanded should 
be laid down by Parliament without any 
exception, or with as little exception as 
possible. The different needs of dif- 
ferent counties would be adequately met 
by the varied scope of the clause, 
which enabled them to go more or less 
into detail, and surely it was a sound 
principle of government that the guid- 
ing principle should be laid down by 
Parliament, and that great authorities 
should have ample scope as to the de- 
gree in which they applied the principle. 
He therefore thanked the Government 
for making this clause mandatory. How- 
ever good any existing scheme of devo- 
lution in any county was it could not 
have that element of representative 
government and delegated financial 
responsibility which this clause gave. 


Mr. BIRRELL said he still thought 
there might very well be reasons in the 
smaller counties why they should not 
have imposed upon them this duty. 
He did not think it was desirable, for the 
reasons he had stated, to accept the 
suggestion of the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion. He recognised that something 
might be said of the course suggested by 
the hon. Gentleman, but they must adhere 
to their main purpose, which was that it 
was the duty of all these local authorities 
to provide at the earliest possible mo- 
ment—though they had allowed the 
reasonable period of two years—a scheme 
which should secure some devolution. 


Amendment negatived. 


Viscount MORPETH moved to leave 
out the words “ throughout their county 
to representative bodies as defined by 
this section.” He said it was quite 
conceivable that the county council might 
desire to set up a scheme in one part of the 
county and not in another. The right 
hon. Gentleman had given a choice of 
three representative bodies for devolu- 
tion purposes, The hon. Member for 
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Middleton said he desired to assimilate 
educational administration to the rest of 
the county administration. But they 
did not give the care of the same roads 
to the county council and the local 
sanitary authority. They gave a high- 
way road to one and the lesser roads to 
the other authority. If the same road 
were given to the two separate authori- 
ties he did not think the state of the roads 
would be as good as at the present 
time. He objected to giving these powers 
to representative bodies, because they 
were responsible to an electorate of their 
own, and were in a position, not only to 
contest the decisions of the county council 
but to agitate for and insist upon further 
powers being given than those provid«d 
under this clause. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
new clause— 
“In line 3, to leave out after the word 


‘delegating’ to the word ‘some’ in line 4.” 
—-(Viscount Morpeth.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed new clause.” 


Mr. LOUGH said that this Amendment 
would practically destroy the whole 
clause. It would allow powers to be 
delegated in one part of the courty, 
while in other parts of the county no 
powers of delegation would exist at all. 
He did not think the illustrations that the 
noble Lord had given of the way in which 
county work was carried on were really 
relevant to the objects which the sup- 
porters of the clause had in view, and 
this Amendment would strike at the 
root of the object which the Government 
desired in carrying the clause. 


Viscounr MORPETH said he would not 
press the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sirk WILLIAM ANSON moved to 
exclude from the powers of these dele- 
gation areas any questions arising out 
of the transfer of voluntary schools 
under the rew Bill, or the granting 
of facilities. He could not help thinking 
that the representative of the Board 
of Education would agree with him in 
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this matter. There were very importa t 
questions that would arise if a new school 
were built and applied to be taken over 
by the local education authority under 
Clause 5; or, again, if an urban district 
became a delegation area with a popula- 
tion of over 5,000, and facilities were 
claimed under Clause 4. Important and 
difficult questions might arise which 
should be dealt with by the local author- 
ity. He believed that an appeal would 
lie to the Board of Education and th>t 
should certainly not come from a minor 
local authority or a body with delegatcd 
powers, but should come from the local 
authority itsclf. The withdrawal of 
facilities was a possibility under Clause 
4, and that was a question which might 
create excitement in the locality. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
new clause— 

“At the commencement of line 8, to insert 
‘No powers in respect of the transfer of 
voluntary schools or the grant or withdrawal 
of facilities for religious instruction of some 
special character, and’? ”—-(Sir William Anson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted,” 


*Mr. CHANNING said it was conceiv- 
able that such powers might be delegated 
to a town which had been a responsible 
centre for education before, and where 
obviously the powers would be exer- 
cised with the same sense of respon- 
sibility and consideration for all con- 
cerned as they would be by the county 
council. He could quite imagine that 
in Lancashire and Yorkshire and in some 
of the Midland counties, for example, 
the county council might wisely delegate 
some of their powers with regard to the 
transfer of schools to a subordinate 
authority. He hoped, however, that the 
Government would not accept this 
Amendment. In the cases to which the 
hon. Baronet the Member for Oxford 
University had referred it was clear that 
no county council would think of dele- 
gating such {powers to subordinate 
authorities. 


Mr. LOUGH reminded the Committee 
that his right hon. friend the Minister for 
Education had earlier that afternoon 
said he had no intention of plunging 
these new bodies into religious disputes, 
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but thatall such questions would be settled 
by the head authority. At a later stage 
the Government would introduce an 
Amendment to make this quite clear, 
and would carry out the intention which 
the hon. Baronet had in view. He 
hoped, therefore, that the Amendment 
now before the Committee would not be 
pressed. 


*Mr. ADKINS thought the object of the 

hon. Baronet might be met by words 
which would secure that these con- 
troversial duties should not be in- 
cluded in any scheme under the clause 
and still allow the county council 
power in special cases to delegate 
outside the scheme such matters as 
had been referred to by the hon. 
Member for Kast Northamptonshire. 
He thought they would all agree with 
the hon. Baronet that it was very un- 
desirable that duties of a highly con- 
tentious character should be delegated 
to small areas. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON said that in 
the interests of good administration 
they ought not to disturb the delegation 
area by putting before them matters 
which were bound to raise heart-burning 
and local feeling. He thanked the Par- 
liamentary Secretary to the Board of 
Education for the promise he had made. 
but he hoped it was clearly understood 
that no question arising from the transfer 
of these schools or facilities for granting 
special religious instruction would be 
delegated to any delegation area. He 
asked leave to withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Vicouns MORPETH proposed an 
Amendment with the object of mak- 
ing it impossible for the power of 
enforcing school attendance by-laws to 
be delegated. He contended that if 
that power were to be handed over to 
the rural districts, it would be left to the 
relieving officers and, owing to the fact 
that they had other things to think about, 
it would be neglected. The result would 
be that the standard of attendance which 
had been so much improved would fall 
back again. Education would suifer and 
the exchequer of the county would lose. 
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He therefore thought his Amendment was 
essential, and he begged to moved. 


| 
Amendment proposed to the proposed | 
'that such work was adequately done, 


new clause— 


“In line 8, after the word ‘making’ to 
insert the words ‘or enforcing.’”—(Lord 
Morpeth.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. ADKINS said they were all agreed | 


that the important duty of keeping up of 
the standard of attendance was a vital 
matter, and that the by-law governing 
the matter should be restricted to the 
county councils. It was at present 
enforced by a body humourously called a 


sub-committee of the county council, but | 


which was a body in some districts at 
whose meetings a county councillor was 
seldom present. It by no means followed 
that if the noble Lord’s Amendment was 
not accepted the county councils would 
delegate the power of enforcing at- 
tendance. All that those who opposed 
the Amendment asked was that the 
county councils should be left free 
to deal with the matter. Of all things 
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a burden to the rates. 
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He was quite 


| certain that most county councils in the 


country would never delegate this power, 
and that they would take precautions 


| He hoped the Secretary to the Board of 
_ Education would not agree to the Amend- 
/ment, not because they did not agree 
| with the noble Lord’s aim, but because 
'they did not think this proposal would 
| assist him in the attainment of his object. 


Mr. LOUGH said the Government 
could not accept the Amendment. He 
understood that the power of delegating 
| existed at present to some extent, and 
it was not the intention of the Govern- 
ment to limit that power as it existed. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON pointed out 
that it might lead to friction unless the 
same body that made the by-laws en- 
forced them. The local authority made 
the by-laws and it told the minor author- 
ity to enforce them, and that was not 
likely to lead to harmony. In these 
smaller self-governing areas they might 
not care to enforce the attendance by- 
_laws made by the authority of the larger 
| area. 





in which a county council could be | 


trusted it could safely be trusted to | 


do nothing which would lower the 


rate 
thereby lose Government grants and add 


of attendance, because it would | 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 45; 
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*Mr. CHANNING moved to _ insert 
in line 11 of the proposed new clause 
relating to delegation schemes the 
words “except where the county coun- 
cil has authorised any proposal and 
estimate relating thereto.” He ex- 
plained that in this Amendment he had 
placed the suggestion that the county 
councils should have a free hand to 
delegate some powers as to the pro- 
vision of school accommodation or im- 
provement or hire of schools in the 
most restricted form. He hoped the 
Government might be able to accept the 
Amendment or agree to embody it in the 
clause in some other form at a subsequent 
stage of the Bill. The full exercise of 
the autocratic power of the county coun- 
cil in purely rural parishes was admirable 
and should not be interfered with in any 
way, but nearly every county council 
had within its area towns more or less 
considerable in size. In many of these 
places there had been for a generation 
school boards of the most efficient type, 
which had carried out all the expenditure 
incidental to the provision of elementary 
school accommodation. He contended 
that the urban and the rural areas were 
totally distinct types, and as one who 
approved of the principle of elasticity, 
he maintained that some freedom ought 
to be given to county councils to form 
the delegation of their work on different 
lines, suited to the requirements of the 
urban and the rural areas. In his own 
constituency there were three towns— 
one above the population standard of 
the Act of 1902, and the other two 
slightly below that standard. In all 
three there had been admirable school 
boards which had provided those towns 
with some of the most splendid schools 
they could see in any large town. The 
largest of these towns, of course, was 
autonomous in matters of education, 
while the other two had been restricted 
to the most trivial powers of manage- 
ment. The opinion of those interested 
in education in such towns was 
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practically unanimous that something 
like the school boarl powers should be 
restored by delegation under this Bill. 
His plea was a moderate one, and it was 
fully consistent with the principle of 
the clause, namely, that there should be 
absolute elasticity to the county councils 
to deal at their own discretion with each 
delegation area on the lines peculiar and 
proper to itself. He did not challenge in 
the slightest degree the retention of the 
control of capital expenditure in the 
hands of the county council, but he did 
say that it was not unreasonable 
that the bodies to whom duties were 
delegated should have certain powers 
as to th» provision of school accommo- 
dation subj ct to the control and 
approval of the county council of any 
proposal involving the expenditure of 
money as indicated in the Amend- 
ment. He did not see why this pro- 
vision should, contrary to the spirit of 
the clause, deny to the county council a 
free hand to give the local bodies power 
to deal with these matters involving 


expenditure within certain — specified 
limits. He begged to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 11, after the word ‘school, insert 
the words ‘except where the county council 
has authorised any proposal and estimate 
relating thereto.’ ”—(V/r. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. LOUGH said that all that the 
hon. Gentleman asked for was provided 
for in Clause 2, and therefore the Amend- 
ment was quite unnecessary. It was 
necessary that the county councils should 
keep all matters of expenditure in their 
own hands. 


*Mr. CHANNING said he hoped that 
the Government in working out their | 
scheme of delegation would have regard 
to the powers of delegation which should 
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be given to the old school board towns 
which were well qualified to discharge 
them. Unless that were done irritation 
would be sure to arise. 


Str WILLIAM ANSON, said that 


as the clause stood, the delegated author- 


ity had no power to incur capital | 
or any other expenditure. But | 
it was desirable that they should 


have an initiative in bringing before the 
attention of the local education author- 
ity the necessity of certain alterations 
nd improvements. Unless that were 
done the local education 
would lose touch with the minor author- 
ities; and he thought the hon. Member 
for Northamptonshire East was well ad- 
vised in bringing forward his Amendment. 


*Mr. ADKINS said that surely there 
was no necessity for these minor bodies 


to have more than powers of suggestion 


orrecommendation. ‘The county councils 
might be entrusted to draw up schemes 
for all the districts in their county. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN said that in the 
case where a county council approved of 
an estimated expenditure of the minor 
authority, and the minor authority 
exceeded the estimate and had no power 
to incur that expenditure, who was to pay 
It { 


Mr. LOUGH said that if the local 
authority accepted the estimate he did 
not see why the delegated powers should 
not include the powers of mediation. 


Amendment negatived. 


*Mr. EVERETT (Suffolk, Woodbridge) | 


in moving to leave out the words “ en- 
gagement, dismissal and,” said that he 
was very anxious that this devolution 
clause should be carried and become really 
effective. The county councils had done 
much to add to the etficiency of education 
in their areas. They had improved the con- 
dition of the teachers, had increased the 


attendance of children in the schools, and | 


had made large economies in the purchase 
of stores ; but when the local managers 
now came to meet together they found 
that they had practically nothing to do. 
This had killed local interest in the 
schools. It was most necessary to restore 
that interest so as to get the hearty co- 
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operation of all in improving the schools. 
To get this some real power must be 
given to the local managers. He agreed 
that Parliament should say, for instance, 
that the salaries of the teachers should 


|be decided by the central authority, 


but not that the local managers should 
have no power or duty in regard to the 
engagement or dismissal of the teachers. 
They ought at least to be able to nominate 
‘or recommend. He thought it would be 
unwise to tie the hands of the authorities 
‘in that respect. The councils would use 
their common sense and local knowledge 
in order to make the education system in 
their area effective if they were trusted as 
to what powers should be devolved. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
new clause— 


“Tn line 12, to leave out the words ‘ engage- 
ment, dismissal, and :°”—(Mr. Evere/t.) 


(Question proposed, “That the words 
| proposed to be left out stand part of the 
| proposed new clause.” 

Dr. MACNAMARA said that his 
| hon. friend was now proposing to hand 
| over the engagement and dismissal 
| of the teachers to the delegation authority 
| —which might be only a parish council— 
| leaving the question of the salaries to be 
|dealt with by the county council. 
| They all desired some selection, some 
voice in weeding out those teachers who 
were not likely to be successful. But 
' his hon. friend would see that the county 
councils had still enormous powers out- 
side the scheme, and all that this 
_ Amendment did was to give new powers 
'as to the appointment and dismissal of 
teachers. Outside the scheme there 
would be opportunity to give powers of 
full selection. If the hon. Gentleman 
would look at the matter in that light he 
would see there was no necessity for the 
Amendment. They would still remain as 
they were now, but they could not be put 
into this scheme. He therefore hoped 
'he would withdraw the Amendment. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. LOUGH also appealed to the hon. 
Gentleman not to press the Amendment. 
‘The provision with regard to the teachers 
| had been fully discussed and considered, 
|and these three words, “ engagement, 
| dismissal, and salary,” must, so far as the 

Government was concerned, remain in the 


Bill. 
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*Mr. LANE-FOX said he did not 
quite understand what the Parliamentary 
Secretary meant by what he had just 
said. He hoped the hon. Gentleman 
would give some further explanation. 
The hon. Member for North Camberwell 
had spoken as if the Act of 1902 gave 
sufficient powers of delegation in this 
matter, Ji that was so, what was the 
use of this section at all? He was 
strongly in favour of the Amendment, 
because he believed it would bring a 
question of great interest into the scope 
of these delegation bodies. He was per- 
fectly convinced that this was the kind 
of duty which thoy wanted delegated to 
them. Up to now they had been con- 
sultative bodies. Their opinion had been 
taken, but they had no initiative. He 
did not wish that the fixing of the 
salaries should be delegated ; what he 
wanted to see done, if possible, was the 
parents brought into closer touch with 
the teachers, and that they should be 
made to feel that they had some voice in 
their selection. It was quite possible to 
safeguard the position of the teachers 
against injustice. It seemed to him that 
the Amendment could safely be in- 
corporated in the Bill, and he hoped the 
hon. Member would not yield to the 
pressing invitations which had been 
extended to him to withdraw it. 


Mr. SILCOCK (Somersetshire, Wells) 
said he did not wish to give the power 
entirely into the hands of the delegation 
bodies, but these words would show 
they had nothing to do with the en- 
gagement of teachers. He would suggest 
that they would take out these words 
and put in the words, “no power to 
dismiss or alter salaries.” By this means 
the words which the Parliamentary 
Secretary suggested must remain in the 
Bill were retained, but at the same time 
it was made clear that the delegation 
body must have something to say with 
regard to the engagement, dismissal and 
the fixing of the salaries, although they 
had not the full power. 


Viscount MORPETH thought the 
suggestion of the hon, Member went 
some way to meet the difficulty. The 
statement of the Parliamentary Secretary 
was simply amazing. Here was a 
question of the greatest importance, and 
all the hon. Gentleman said was that 
it had been well and carefully con- 
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sidered !_Whenand how was it carefully 
considered, and by whom? He objected 
to this scheme of delegation, because 
trifling things that were not asked for 
were delegated to these bodies, and the 
things which they should have in their 
hands were not. He did not think they 
should have the engagement and dis. 
missal of the teachers, but he thought 
they were entitled to have some voice in 
choosing who the teacher should be. He 
agreed that the county councils should 
have a supervising power, and that there 
should be an appeal from the delegation 
area to the county council in case of 
dismissal. But subject to the supervision 
over the appointment of a teacher and 
the appeal in case of dismissal he thought 
the people were entitled to have some 
voice in the appointment of the person 
who was to teach their children. — This 
was the kernel of the whole difficulty, 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 
thought the Committee should consider 
the suggestion of the hon. Member for 
the Wells Division. The council of the 
delegated areas were the school owners 
and parents should have full powers of 
supervisicn of discipline, so to speak, over 
the teacher. The minor councils should 
have power to recommend dismissal when 
occasion justified it. They should have 
no power to engage. Engagement should 
be by the county council. They should 
have no y;pwer of dismissal. The dis- 
missal should be by the county council, 
and the actual form of fixing salaries for 
teachers should remain with the county 
council. He supported the Amendment. 


*Sm WILLIAM ANSON made an 
appeal to the Parliamentary Secretary to 
the Board of Education to accept the 
alteration. He would like to know what 
were the large powers which the county 
councils had outside this scheme to which 
the hon. Member for North Camberwell 
referred. Beyond the power to form an 
education committee and of that com- 
mittee to form sub-committees under the 
schedule of the Act of 1902, he knew 
of no powers of delegation which the 
county council had. The Parliamentary 
Secretary had told them that these words 
were arrived at after full and careful 
consideration, and a good deal of give 
and take on both sides. He could not 
understand when this full consideration 
took place, seeing that barely a week 
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ago they were discussing an entirely | 
different clause. Although the Com- | 
mittee were unanimous in their desire | 
that some form of delegation should take | 
place they were also unanimous that 
in one matter of much importance the | 
value of this delegation should not be | 
destroyed by the limitations imposed by | 
the Government. This clause as it stood 
practically forbade delegation of any 
kind with regard to the dismissal and 
appointment of teachers. He thought 
that the fixing of the salary should be a | 
matter for the local education authority, 
but that the people should have some | 
voice in the appointment and dismissal | 
of the teacher, so as to prevent such 
a thing as the organising secretary 
finding a teacher, and dumping him down 
in the school without any reference to 
the local authority. 


Mr. LOUGH said that the matter had 
been discussed between the Board of | 
Education and the local authorities, and | 
the give and take must be between | 
the local education authority and the | 
local area. The consideration of this | 
matter had been taking place for days | 
and weeks past, and most of that con- 
sideration had been directed to this very | 
question connected with the teachers. | 
There seemed to be practical unanimity | 
with regard to the matter, and, as his | 


evening, the Government wished as far | 
as possible to create some interest in the 
appointment and selection of teachers. | 
If the hon. Gentleman behind him would | 
withdraw the Amendment, he would be 
prepared to accept the words suggested 
by the hon. Member for the Wells 
Division—namely, “and no power to 
engage, dismiss, or fix the salaries of | 
teachers.” 
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of delegation that might be likely to 
result from the operations of this clause. 


236 


Mr. CAVE said that as he understood, 
the proposal was to withdraw the Amend- 
ment now under discussion, in order 
that by a subsequent Amendment the 
words of the clause which prevented an 
authority from delegating any power or 
duty in connection with the engagement 
and dismissal of teachers might be struck 
out, and there might be substituted 
words forbidding the authority to dele- 
gate the power to engage or dismiss the 
teachers. He did not think that the 
words so proposed to be substituted 


/would be a substantial improvement on 


the words of the clause, and he proposed 
that the Amendment now under discus- 
sion should be adopted. If the 
Amendment now before the Committee 
were accepted he would suggest the 
addition of the following words at the 
end, “ And it may be a condition of any 
such scheme of delegation that the en- 
gagement or dismissal of teachers shall be 
subject to the approval of the local 
education authority.” 


Lorp BALCARRES hoped the Govern- 
ment would not accept these words. He 
thought the limitation proposed by the 
clause was far too narrow. The dele- 
gation authority should have no power 


| over the teachers. 


Dr. MACNAMARA thought it was 
desirable that the final confirmation 
of the appointment or dismissal of a 


teacher should rest with the county 
authority. If the words suggested by 


‘the hon. Member for the Wells Division 


were adoped, it would still be competent 
for the delegation authority to select 


| teachers and send them up to the county 


| authority for appointment. 


*Mr. CHEETHAM (Stalybridge) | 
desired to point out to the Parliamentary | 
Secretary that in the Cheshire scheme the | 
Cheshire Council practically left the | 
whole matter to the delegation authority ; 
he wanted to know whether under this 
Bill the Cheshire County Council would | 
be placed in a worse position in this | 
respect than as at present. He 
would like to have a positive assurance | 
that councils in the position of al 
Cheshire County Council would be safe- | 
guarded against any prejudicial effect 
upon the working of their systems 


Lorp R. CECIL thought it was 


| essential that some voice in the engage- 


ment and dismissal of teachers should 
be given to the delegation authority, 
If the words suggested by the hon. 
Member for the Wells Division were 
adopted, the county councils would 
conclude that they had no power to 
authorise the minor authorities to select 
teachers and send them up for appoint- 
ment. He thought the Amendment 
suggested by his hon. friend the Mem 
ber for Kingston met the case. 
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*Sirk WILLIAM ANSON said that the 
President of the Board of Education, who 
had just returned to the House, should 
know the course of the debate, and that 
the Committee plainly wished that 
power should be given to the local educa- 
tion authority to delegate to a minor 
authority some share in the selection of 
the teacher and his dismissal. There 
was no desire that this should ‘be a final 
voice, but it was important that, while 
securing this latter point, words should 
not be used which might lead local 
authorities to suppose that they were 
bound to withdraw their whole subject 
from the delegation areas. 


' *Mr. ADKINS said that apparently 
the noble Lord wanted to put this 
power in the hands of the managers. 
What the supporters of the Government 
wanted was to secure the absolute 
freedom of each county council within 
wide limits. He hoped the Committee 
would adopt either one or the other of 
the Motions before the House. The 
hon. Member for the Oswestry Division 
had said that if they desired to give 
greater freedom to the local authority 
they could not support the Amendment 
of the hon. Member for Kingston. He 
agreed ; for that Amendment took out 
of the hands of the local authority any 
power whatsoever to put into their 
scheme any form of delegation to the 
minor authority of selection in the case 
of the engagement or dismissal of 
teachers. He himself, like his hon. 
friend the Member for North Camberwell, 
was desirous of giving full power to the 
county council, and he hoped this clause 
would be left as it was with the words 
otf his hon. friend the Member for 
Wells to be inserted on Report. They 
all wanted the same thing—they all 
wanted power of selection. 


Mr. EVERETT asked leave to with- 
draw his Amendment. 


Leave to withdraw refused. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he was sure 
the Committee would be able to come 
to some agreement on the point. 
Perhaps the word “finally” might be 
inserted after the words ‘“ power to meet 
the situation.” He hoped his — hon. 
friend would be allowed to withdraw his 
Amendment. 
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Mr. BIRRELL said he gathered that 
the words as they stood in the clause 
went too far, inasmuch as they would pro- 
hibit the delegation by the county council 
to these delegation bodies of powers which 
certainly all desired that they should have 
of election of teachers. They wished to 
find a form of words which would enable 
the county council to leave a wide dis- 
cretion to the minor body, short of the 
final appointment, selection, dismissal, 
and fixing of the salary of the teacher, 
He hoped that the Committee would allow 
the Amendment to be withdrawn in favour 
of that standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for the Wells Division — of 
Somerest. 


*THr CHAIRMAN said he did his best 
to enable that to be done, but it was 
objected to, and now the Question must 
be put. 


*Mr. CAVE said that the right thing to 
do was to allow the local body actually to 
choose and appoint the teacher, subject 
to approval by the higher authority. 
That was the only way to satisfy the 
minor authorities. What he desired was 
that, while the education authority should 
reserve the question of salaries, it should 
leave the appointment and dismissal of 
teachers to the delegation authority, sub- 
ject to its own confirmation. He was 
quite willing, if the Amendment now 
under discussion were adopted, to move 
at the proper time the Amendment 
standing in his name which required such 
confirmation to be obtained. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, N.W.) 
hoped the Committee would adhere 
to the words in the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Wells. He thought it 
was far better that the minor authority 
should make a selection of two or three 
names, from which the final selection 
should be made by the local education 
authority. He understood that would be 
secured by the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for Wells, which he hoped would 
be put. 


*THE CHAIRMAN said it could not now 
be put, because hon. Members had objected 
to the withdrawal of the Amendment 
now under discussion. 


Mr. LOUGH said the matter now 
seemed to be one for the Report stage, 
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and if convenient the Government would 
agree that the Amendment before the 
Committee should be negatived, and they 
would introduce the words “ no power to 
engage, dismiss, or fix the salaries of 
teachers ” on the Report stage. 


Mr. SILCOCK asked whether if the 
present Amendment were withdrawn he 


might move the Amendment to which 


reference had been made in the discus- 
sion. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN said the hon. Gentle- | 


man would not be in order. The Ques- 
tion before the Committee must be 
decided in the affirmative or negative, 
and in either case the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Wells went back to a 
point before the Amendment now under 
discussion. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he was 
strongly in favour of the clause as it stood 
in regard to this point. Nothing more 
dangerous could be introduced than the 
power of provisional dismissal of a teacher 
by a subordinate body. 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) 
thought the Minister for Education 
might help the Committee a little 
more in this matter than he had. He 
supported the Amendment. At the | 
present time in the rural districts the local 
managers practically appointed 
teacher, and the central authority con- 
firmed the appointment. If there were 
any case in which the local managers did 
not do their duty the central authority 
reserved their power of interference, 
but they naturally thought that those 


on the spot knew the needs of the| 
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place. That was the condition of things 
in the part of the country in which he 
lived, and he had the experience of a 
local manager, as well as of a member of 
the county education committee, and he 
hoped it would long continue, for there 
was no friction whatsoever. 


Mr. BIRRELL said that the best thing 
the Committee could do would be to 
leave the words as they were. On Report 
an Amendment would be introduced to 
prevent the words as they stood from 
limiting the powers of the county council. 
He did not want to limit the powers of 
the county council, and wished to make 
it perfectly clear that the council could 
| delegate certain rights and privileges in 
' connection with the selection of teachers. 
He therefore thought the words should 
| stand, and if, upon further consideration, 
other words should seem more clearly to 
declare the object, he would suggest 
them on Report. 





Mr. LANE-FOX supported the Amend- 
ment to leave out the words “ engagement, 
dismissal, and.” He had an Amendment 
to the same effect on the Paper, and he 
did not move it because he understood 
that the hon. Member for Woodbridge was 
going to move a similar Amendment, and 
he hoped the hon. Member would do 
what he intended to do and stand by 
what he had said, namely, that the 
| initiative in choosing teachers should 
come from the local authority. He 
should certainly object to the Amendment 
being withdrawn. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| Question put. 
| 


| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 333 ; 
| Noes, 66. (Division List No. 232). 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E.) ; Barlow,JohnEn 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Barlow, Percy 
Acland, Francis Dyke | Barnard, E. B. 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 3arnes, G. N. 
Agnew, George William 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury,E.) 
Jalcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) Billson, Alfred 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) | Birrell, Rt. Ho 
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Beauchamp, E. 
| Bell, Richard 
Berridge, T. H. 


Bertram, Julius 
Bethell,J.H.(Es 


Barran, Rowland Hirst 
| Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham 


Benn,SirJ. Williams(Devonp'rt 
Benn, W.(T’ w rHamlets,S. Geo. 


Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) | 


Black, Alexander Wm. (Banff) 
| Boland, John 
| Bolton, T.D.( Derbyshire, N.E.) 
| Bramsdon, T. A. 
Bright, J. A. 
| Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopford 
| Buchanan, ‘Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
D. | Burke, E. Haviland 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 
| Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Byles, William Pollard 
| Cairns, Thomas 
! Cameron, Robert 


nmott(Somerset 
(Bedford) 


sex, Romford) 


n. Augustine 


K 








291 Education (England 


Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J. (S.Pancras,W 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, “ron ewes E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J.S. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Craik, Sir Henry 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, William J. 


Cullinan, J. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 


Davies,, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 

Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras.N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne. MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hn. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Fell, Arthur 

Fenwick, Charles 

Findlay, Alexander 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler,Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone. Rt.Hn. Herpert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Halpin, J. 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hart-Davies, T. 
Harvey, A. G. C. 
Harwood, George 
Haslam, Janies (Derbyshire) 





(Rochdale) 





, Macnamara, Dr. 
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Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


Henderson,J.M.(Aberdeen, W.) | 


Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8.) | 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,Sir D. Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appieby) 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) | 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, EdmundG. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H.(Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lea,Hugh Cecil(St.Pancras, E. 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.(Accrington 
Lever, A. Levy(Essex,Harwich) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lloyd-George, Rt. Hn. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 


Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J.T. #*- 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah(Down,S. 
M‘Arthur, William 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno, Percy Alport 
Mond, A 
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Money, L. G. Chiozza 

| Montgomery, H. G. 
| Mooney, J. J. 

| Morgan, G. Hay (Cornw all) 
| Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 

| Murphy, John 

| Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Nannetti, Joseph’P. 

Nicholls, George 

| Nicholson,CharlesN. Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

| Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey Thomas} Wil ans 
Nuttall, Harry 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, XN) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O° Doherty, Philip 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, §.) 
0’ Dowd, John’. ’ 
O’Hare, Patrick 
O’Malley,} William 
O’Mara, James F 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker,' James (Halifax) 
Partington,' Oswald 


\ 
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| Paul, Herbert 


Pearc -e, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson,Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Philipps,Col.Ivor(S’thampton) 
Philipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Pollard, Dr. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Radford, G. H. 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell-(Scarboro 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 


| Richards, T. F. (Wolverhmpt n 
| Rickett, J. Compton 


Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.(Dundee) 
Robertson,SirG.Scott(Bradf'rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 


; Robinson, S. 


Robson, Sir William Snowdon 


| Royers, F. E. Newman 


Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 


| Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechape!) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann,Sir C.F. (Manchester) 
Sears, J. E. 


‘ Seely, Major J. P 
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Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 
Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
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Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset,E 
Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
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| Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 


Wiles, Thomas 


| Wilkie, Alexander 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, Hn. C.H.W.(Hull, W.) 


| Wilson,Henry J.(York, W. R.) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wodehouse, Lord(Norfolk,Mid) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 





Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury 
Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 


Waterlow, D. 


White, ( 





Watt, H. Anderson 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 
reorge 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 


Ss. Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 


Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. 
A. Pease. 


(Norfolk) 


NOES. 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn SirAlex.F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.Sir H. 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Baring, Hn. Guy (Winchester) 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J. H. M. 
Cariile, E. Hildred 

Cave, George 

Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cochrane,Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. 1. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Dixon, Sir Daniel 


Du Cros, 


Finch, 


Lowe, 


M‘Iver,$ 





Marks, H. H. 
Mason, James 


*Mr. CHEETHAM moved to sub- 
stitute “may” for “shall” in line 17 
in order that the county council might 
have full discretion either to enforce or | 
not to enforce financial responsibility upon | 
a local representative body to whom 


powers and duties were delegated in | 
respect of the expenses of carrying out | 
The | 


the powers and duties delegated. 


County Council of Cheshire were of | 
that the enforcement of this | 
would lead to complica- | 


opinion 
responsibity 
tions in the rating of the county which | 
would be out of all proportion to the | 
advantages gained. 


Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Harvey 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Rt. Hn. coe 
Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey,F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kennaway,Rt. 
King,Sir Henry Seymour(Hull) 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long,Rt. Hn. Wa ter(Dublin,S.) 
Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. 
SirLewis( Edinburgh W. 
Magnus, Sir Philip 


| Muntz, Sir Philip A. ] 
Nicholson, Wim.G. (Petersfield) 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 

Roberts,S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall)j 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, AbelH.(Hertford, East) 
| Starkey, John R. 
Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thomas,David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.)} 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. e 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


East) 


West) 


Hn. Sir John H. 





Hon. Alfred 

TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. Everett and Mr. Lane- 

(Kent) Fox. 

F. (Windsor) 


Morpeth, Viscount 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
new clause— 

“In line .17, to leave out the word ‘ 
and insert the word ‘ may.’ °—(Mr. 
| ham.) 


shall? 
Cheet- 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘shall’ stand part of the proposed new 

clause.” 
| 

Mr. LOUGH said it was impossible to 
accept this Amendment. ‘The etfect of it 
would be to make the financial responsi- 
| bility of the area optional instead of com- 
pulsory. The essence of the scheme was 


Ke 
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that there must be some financial respon- 
sibility in the local areas to which these 
powers were delegated. They must stick 
fast to the principle embodied in the 
clause that areas incurring any outlay 
could not escape their responsibility. 


Mr. CHEETHAM asked leave to 
withdraw the Amendment, 


Education (England 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. LANE-FOX moved to leave out the 
words ‘“‘ or some proportion” in lines 18 
and 19. He was encouraged to hope that 
this Amendment would receive some sup- 
port from the Parliamentary Secretary, 
who had just stated that each area must 
have financial responsibility, The object 
of the Amendment was to secure that the 
whole amount of the expenditure incurred 
in each area should fall on that area, and 
leave no loophole by which the expendi- 
ture of the more expensive areas could be 
saddled on the poorer ones. This could 
only be done by insisting on each area 
being self-sutticient. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
new clause— 


“Tn lines 18 and 19 leave out the words “or 
some proportion.’ 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed new clause.” 


Mr. LOUGH said the hon. Member 
would see that such a great change in 
the scheme of the clause could hardly 
be accepted by the Government without 
some substantial reason, As the Bill 
was drawn it left discretion to the county 
council to charge the whole or some 
portion of the expenditure on the 
area. The Amendment would press 
very hardly on the smaller area, and 
altogether he thought that the scheme 
in the clause was much better than that 
proposed in the Amendment. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON thought that 
the Parliamentary Secretary scarcely 
understood the argument of the hon, 
Gentleman who had moved the Amend- 
ment or he would have paid more atten- 
tion to it. He thought that 
Government should pay some attention 
to the financial position of the rural 


areas and try to arrive at some equitable | 


adjustment of responsibility. 
Mr. Lough. 
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Lorp WILLOUGHBY DE ERESBY 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle) said that as 
representing a rural area he objected to 
the clause as it stood. It seemed to him 
that it would be scandalous, if the county 
council delegated its powers to a small 
area, that the other areas should have 
to pay for all the expenditure that had 
been incurred in that area. The Act of 
1902 had raised the rates to a consider- 
able extent in many places, and he was 
certain that if it were an open question 
to the county council to have power to 
delegate their powers to minor authori- 
ties, the Education Act would be more 
unpopular than ever. The object of the 
clause was that all the other areas should 
have to pay for the expenses incurred by 
one area over which they had no control. 


Mr. LOUGH said that the noble Lord 
did not seem to understand the clause, 
which left it to the option of the county 
council to charge the whole cost of 
expenditure incurred to the particular 
area benefitted. 


Sir E. CARSON (Dublin University) 
thought that the hon. Member had hardly 
grasped the objection which had been 
taken by the noble Lord. He seemed 
to think that one local authority 
ought to be able to incur expense, and 
that the other local authority should 
bear it. All that the Amendment 
asked was that those who created the ex- 
pense should be asked to bear it. The hon, 
Gentleman might shake his head, but he 
said most emphatically that the delegation 
authority might create certain expenses 
which the other authorities would have to 
bear. This was a most important matter, 
and all they could do was to debate it 
upon its merits, because the Government, 
by putting on the Closure, had not 
allowed a single clause proposed by an in- 
dependent Member to be discussed. 


Viscount HELMSLEY said that the 
| Members representing urban districts in a 
county council might be extravagant in the 
matter of education. That had happened 
under the Act of 1902, and it would be 
worse under the proposed Amendment of 
the right hon. Gentleman. His objec- 
tion might be removed if the right hon. 
Gentleman were to leave out the words 
‘in some proportion.” 


Mr. HICKS-BEACH (Gloucestershire, 
| Tewkesbury) reminded the hon. Gentleman 
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that the gentlemen who represented the 
urban parts of a county council were more 


frequent in their attendance 


ings, because of their facilities in getting 
to the county town, compared with the 
representatives from the rural districts. 


And, it being half-past Ten of the clock, 


the CHAIRMAN. proceeded, 


the Order of the House of the 18th June, 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Agnew, George William 
Alden, Percy 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchu ch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage. R. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury,E.) 
3alfour, Robert (Lanark) 
3aring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
jarker, John | 
Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset | 
3arlow, Percy (Bedford) 
sarnard. E. B. 
Barnes, G. N. | 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beauchamp, E. 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bell, Richard 
Bellairs, Carlyon 
3enn, SirJ. Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
serridge, T. H. D. 
Bertram, Julius 
Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford) | 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Alexander Wm. (Banff) | 
Boland, John 
Bolton, T. D. (Derbyshire, N.E. | 
Bramsdon, T. A 
Bright, J. A. 
Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Bryce, Rt.Hn.James (Aberdeen 
sryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
3urke, E. Haviland- 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
3yles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 
Cameron, Robert 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Chance, Frederick William 
Charning, Francis Allston 
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at the meet- 


pursuant to 





Noes, 98. 
AYES. 


Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clyens, J.R. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm..J.(S.Pancras, W 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Cooper, G. J. 


| Coals tt,C.H.(Sussex,E.Grinst’d | 


Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

| Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harcld 

Crean, Eugene 


| Cremer, William Randal 


Crombie, John William 
Crossley, William J. 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 


Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, § | | 


Delany, William 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 


| . “¢ 
| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
| Dobson, Thomas W. 


Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn,, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE.Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace" 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flynn, James Christophe. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michae! F, 
Fullerton, Hugh 


Question put, 
some proportion’ stand part of the pro- 
posed new clause.” 


and Wales) Bill. 298 


to put forthwith the Question necessary 
to dispose of the Amendment already 
proposed from the Chair. 


“That the words ‘or 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 371 ; 
(Division List No. 233.) 


Furness, Sir Christopher 

Gili, A. H 

Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Fora 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough), 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harrington, Timothy 


| Hart-Davies, T. 


| Harvey, A. G. 


C. (Rechdale, 


| Harwood, George 





Halsam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) - 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazelton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


| Henderson, J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 


Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset.N, 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Tsaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead' 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 
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Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lea, Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras, E.) 
Leese, Sir JosephF.(Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy(Essex,Harwich) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Lever, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S.) 
M‘Arthur, William 

M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Mu ray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncast’r) 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenney) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
‘O'Doherty, Philip 


r 
Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F 
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| Price, C. E.(Edinburgh, Centra 


| Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
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O’Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’Hare, Patrick 

O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs, Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) | 
Philipps, Col. Ivor (S’hampton) 
Philipps, J.Wynford(Pembroke | 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr; 

Power, Patrick Joseph 





l 

Price, Robert John(Norfolk,E.) | 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert N. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro) 
edmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 

Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mptn 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) | 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.(Dundee) 
Robertson, SirG,Scott( Bradf'rd 

Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 

Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 

Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 


Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Sir C. E.( Manchester) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleto,n David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 





Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


NOES. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 





and Wales) Bill. 


Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn.A.Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan,!Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 
Taylor,#Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, SirEdward(Salisbury) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
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| Thompson, J.W.H.(Somerset, E 
| Tillett, Louis John 


Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

‘Loulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) #4 


| Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D.S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 


| Wedgwood, Josiah C. 


Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Hn. C. H. W. (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wodehouse, Lord( Norfolk, Mid. 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse, Sir J.T.(Huddr’sfd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 


Whiteley snd Mr.’ J. A. 
Pease. 


Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. SirH 





Balcarres, Lord 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 


Anstruther-Gray, Major 


Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO. 
Ashley, W. W.3 . 4 
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Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Barrie, H.T.(Londonderry. N, 
Beach, Hn.Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carsoa, Rt. Hoa.Sir Edward H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Lloyd 

Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Dixon, Sir Daniel 
Dixon-Hartland, SirFredDixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Du Cros, Harvey 


The CHAtRMAN then proceeded, pur- | 
suant to the Order of the House of the | 
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Faber, George Denison (York) , 
Fardell, Sir T. George | 
Fell, Arthur 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. | 
Forster, Henry William 
Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) | 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. | 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healey, Timothy Michael 
Hervey, F.W.F.( BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement(Shrewsbury) | 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) | 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir John H | 
King, Sir Henry Seymour( Hull) | 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) | 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants.,Fareham 
Lockwood, Rt.Hn.Lt.-Col.A.R. | 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) | 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Dublin,S. | 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M'Iver, SirLewis( Edinburgh, W | 
Magnus, Sir Philip 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) | 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. | 





the Bill. 


lsth June, to put forthwith the Questions 


{ 
necessary to dispose of the Government | 


| ‘TELLERS 


Question put, 


and Wales) Bill. 


Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert ; 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl; ' 


302 


| Rawlinson, John FrederickPeel 
| Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall 


Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 


| Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


| Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 


Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hon. Arthur( Ormskirk 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf dUniv 
Thomson, W.Mitchell- (Lanark 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


FOR THE NOES— 
Viscount Helmsley and “Mr. 
Lane-Fox. 


to a conclusion the Committee stage of 


“That the clause 


new clauses and of the schedules to the ; (Schemes with reference to delegation) be 


Bill, and the Question necessary to bring 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 365; Noes, 95. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agaew, George William 

Alden, Perey 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allea, Charles P. (Stroud) 
\rmitage, R. 

Ashtoa, Tnomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Astbury,‘John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Builfour,{Robert (Lanark) 
Baviiz, Godfrey (isle of Wight) 
Jazkar, John 

Ba: low, JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Bavaard, E. B. 

Ba-ies, G. N. 

Barraa, Rowland Hirst 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Berinont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 

Bell, Richard 





} 


AYES. 


Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. | 
Benn, SirJ.Williams(Devonp’rt | 
Benn, W.(T’w'rHa:nlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H. (ssex, Romford) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustiae 
Black, Alexander Wm. (Banff) 
Boland, John 

Bolton, T. D. (Derbyshire, N.E. 
Bramsdon, T. A. 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, Rt. Hn.James( Aberdeen 
Bryce, J. A.(Inverness Burghs.) 
Buchanan, Thomas Rybura 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Tnomas 
Buxton, Rt.*H1.jSydney (Chas. | 





| added to the Bill.” 


(Division List No. 234.) 


Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Caustoa, Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hoa. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 


| Corbett, C.H(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 


Cornwall,’Sir Edwin A. 4 
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Cotton, Sir H. J. 8 

Cowan, W. H. 

Cox, Harold 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, William J. 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 

Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J 

Dunean, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Dunean, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE.Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fiennes, Hon, Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hart- Davies, T. 
Harvey, A. G. C. ( 
Harwood, George 
Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J . M. (Aberdeen, W. 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert,Colonel Ivor (Mon., S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 


{ochdale) 
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Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope,W. Bateman(Somerset, N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Tsaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E 
Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex,Harwich) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 


Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
Lupton, Arnold 


Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 
Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
M‘ Arthur, William 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marnhan, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Masterman, (. F. G. 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno, Percy Alport 
Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip) 

Morse, L. L. 


and’ Wales) Bill. 


Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 
Murray, James 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Napier, T. B. 
Newnes, .F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, .George 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 
O’Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.)} 
O’Connor, John, (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, Philip 
O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Dowd, John 
O’Hare, Patrick 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J 
O’Shee, James John 
| Parker, James (Halifax) 
| Partington, Oswald 
| Paul, Herbert 
| Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leck) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Philipps,Col.Ivor (S’thampton) 
Philipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
| Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V 
Pollard, Dr. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
| Price, RobertJohn (Norfolk. E.) 
| Radford, G. H. 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
%edmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 
Rendall, Athelstan 
Richards,T. F.(Wolverhampt’n 
Richardson, A. 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, EF. A.® 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
| Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee) 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott (Bradf'd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon ° 
Rogers, F. E. Newman] &;, 
Rose, Charles Day 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentforay) 
| Samuel, Herbert}L. (Cleveland) 
| Samuel, 8S. M. (W hitechapel) « 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan eaiyacyh 
chwann,Sir C. E.(Manchester) 
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Sears, J. E. 
Seaverns, J. H. 
Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James | 





Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) | 
Sheehan,‘ Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie | 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley | 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir’Albert | 
Stanger, H. Y. | 
Ste unley, Hn. A. seer (Chesh.) | 
Steadman, W. 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) | 


Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.Sir Alex.F | 
Anson,Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster,Rt.Hn. HughO. | 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH. 
Balearres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry,N.) 
Beach,Hn.Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur $ 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, Rt.Hon. Victor C. W 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manoi) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Cochrane, Aaeg Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, ' (Down, North) 
Cour al 7 AL soyd 

Craig, Charles Curtis(Antrim,S 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 


Another new clause (Power to require | 
use of schoolhouse for educational pur- 
poses out of school hours)—(Mr. Birrell.) | 
—brought up, and read the first and | 


second time. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 


| Du Cros, Harvey 


| Fardell, § 


| Forster, Henry William 
| Gardner, Ernest (Berks, East) 


| Hay, Hon. Claude ( 


| Hill,Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) 
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| Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) | 
Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thompson,J.W.H. (Somerset, E 
Tomkinson, James 


| Torrance, Sir A. M. 


Toulmin, George 

Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

| Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barasley) 
Ward, Jobn (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8. 

Watt, H. Anderson 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 


NOES. 


Dixon, Sir Daniel 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir FredDixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Faber, George Denison (York) 
Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
xe orge 
Hervey, F.W.F./Bury S.Edm’s 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 


Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.Sir JohnH. 
King, Sir Henry Seymour (Hull 





Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lee,Arthur H.(Hants,Fareham 
Lockwood,Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long,Col. Charles W. Evesbam | 
Long,Rt.Hn.Walter (Dublin,S. 
Lowe, Sir Francis William | 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred | 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis (EdinburghW 

| 


| 
| 


Marks, H. H. (Ke on 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 


Noes, 95. 


AYES. 


Acland, Francis Dyke | 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 


Question put, 
| added to the Bill.” 
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| White, George (Norfolk) 


White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson,Hon.C. H. W. (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wodehouse, Lord (Norfolk, Mid 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse,Sir J.T. Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield) 
Nield, Herbert 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 


| Rawlinson, John Frederick’ P. 


Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
seen Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Snowden, P. 
Stanley,Hon.Arthur (Ormskirk 
Starkey, John R. 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thomson,W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George jj 
Younger, George 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Viscount Castlereagh and Mr 
F. E. Smith. 


“That the clause be 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 370 : 
(Division List No. 235.) 


Agnew, George Williar~ 


| Alden, Percy 
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Allen, A.Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith,Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker,Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow,John Emmott(Somers’t 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 
3arnes, G. N. 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beale, W. P. 
Beauchamp. E. 
3eaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bell, Richard 
Bellairs, Carlyon 
3enn, Sir J.Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn,W. (Tower H’ml’ts,S.Geo 
Berridge, T. H. D. 
Bertram, Julius 
Bethell.J.H. (Essex, Romford) 
3ethell, 'T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 
3irrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Alexander Wm. (Banff) 
Boland, John 
Bolton,T D. (Derbyshire, N.E ) 
3ramsdon, T. A. 
3right, J. A. 
Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Bryce,Rt.Hn. James( Aberdeen 
Bryce,J.A.(Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
3uckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
3urnyeat, W. J. D. 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn. SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 
Cameron, Robert 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Clarke, C. Goddard 
Cleland, J. W. 
Clough, W. 
Clynes, J. R. 
Coats,Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J. (S.Pancras, W 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex,E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 
«Cowan, W. H. 


Education (England 





{COMMONS} 


Cox, Harold 

Crean, Eugene 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crossley, William J. 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell ( Bristol, S.) 
Delany, William 

Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras, N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major A. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) j 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil G. (Worce’r) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J.M.(Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon.. 8. 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 
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Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, B.Wateman(Somerset, N, 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (iXnutsford) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lea, Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras, E. 
Leese,SirJoseph F.( Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever,A. Levy(Essex, Harwich) 
Lever, W.H.(Cheshire, Wirrall) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs) 
Maclean, Donald 

Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, 8. 
M’Arthur, William 

M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick, A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John ; 
Murray, Jame. 4 
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Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) | 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, Philip 

O’ Donnell, C. J. Walworth) 





0’ Dowd, John 
QO Hare, Patrick 
O'Malley, William 
O Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
O’shee, James John 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 
Pa il, Herbert 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Peirce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Peirce, William (Limehouse) 
Person, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Puillipps,Col.Ivor (S’thampton 
Puilipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke 
Puilipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan Y. 
Sg Dr. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price,C. E.( Edinburgh, Central) 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk, E. 
R .dford, G. H. 
iphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
‘a, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
R -dmond, John E. (Waterford) | 
‘edmond, William (Clare) 
“9 es, J. D. |r 
Rendall, Athelstan 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverhamp’n | ' 
tichardson, A. In 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major; 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Ho.SirH. 
Balearres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 
Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh Hick 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase | 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. FE 
. Butcher, Samuel Henry; 


| Rosa, 


| Shipmaa, Dr. 


| Spice 
| Stanger, H. Y. 
| Staaley,Ha.A. Ly alph (Chesh.) 


| Strauss, BE. 


| Summerbell, 


{18 JuLy 1906} 


Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H.(Denbigh-sh). 


Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee 


Robertson,Sir G.Scott(Bradf'rd | 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, 


Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


| Samuel, S. M. (Waitechapel) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 1 


Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 


| Schwana, Sir C.E.( Manchester) 
| Sears, 
| Seaveras, J. H. 

| Sealy, Major J. B. 

| Shackleton, David James 

| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


J. E. 


Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Joha G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 


| Smeatoa, Donald Mackeazie 


Saowdea, P. 

Soa nes, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

vr, Sir Albert 


Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart-Smith, D. (K>.dal) 

| Strachey, Sir Edward 

| Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 

A. (Abingdon) 

Stuart, James (Suaderlaad) 

Sullivan, Donal 

ie 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) | 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 

Bie or, Theodore C. (Radcliffe 


>) | 
sanant,Sir Edward(Salisbury) | 


Teanant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 


NOES. 

Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Carson, ‘Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cc astlereagh, Viscount 
Cave, George 
Cavendish, Rt. Ha.VictorC.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn{ Aston Minor) 

Cecil, Jord John P. Joicey- 
Couil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) | 
Cochrane, Hon. Taos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
| Craik, Sir Henry 


| Dalrymple, Viscount 
| | Dixon, Sir Daniel 

| Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
| Douglas, ‘Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
‘| Du Cros, Harvey 





| 
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Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thompsoa,J.W.H.(Somerset, E 
Tomkinson, James 

Torraace, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

[revelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Viviana, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 


| Wallace, Robert 
| Walters, John Tudor 
| Walton, Sir J. L. (Leeds, S.) 


V. H. (Bee rtford) | 


| Whitley, 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, J. (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackminnan) 
Wason, John Cathcart (Orkney 
Waterlow, D.S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 


| White, George (Norfork) 


White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Hon. C.H.W. (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 


Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


| Winfrey, R. 
| Wodehouse, Lord (Norfolk, Mid 


Wood, T. M’Kinnon 
Woodhouse, Sir J. T(Hudd’rsf'd 


Young, Senanel 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BurySE1m’ds) 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrew sbury) 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) 
Hills, J. W. 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnH. 
King, Sirj;HenrySeymour(Hull) 
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Lane-Fox, G. R. Nield, Herbert | Talbot, Rt.HnJ.G.(Oxf’dUnir. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) | O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants.,Fareham) Parkes, Ebenezer Thornton, Percy M. 
Lockwood,}Rt.Hn.Lt.-Col.A-R | Percy, Earl Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 


Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) | Rawlinson, JohnFrederickPeel | Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,S. | Roberts,S.(Sheffield, Eccleshall | Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 





Lowe, Sir Francis William Rutherford, John (Larcashire) | Wilson, A. Stanley (York,'E.R. 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
M‘Tver,SirLewis(Edinburgh, W | Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert | Younger, George 

Magnus, Sir Philip Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) | 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) | Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East | Tetters ror fruz Nors— 
Mason, James F. (Windsor) Smith, F. E. (Liverpool,Walton | Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. Smith, Hn. W. F.D.(Strand) | and Viscount Valentia. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk | 


Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield) | Starkey, John R. 


Another new clause (Allowance to! Amendments made. 
teachers losing employment in conse- | : : 
quence of this Act)—(Mr. Birrell,)— Question put, “That the schedule, as 
brought up, and added to the Bill . amended, be the schedule of the Bill.” 

to} +] c c . 


The Committee divided :—Aves, 359 ; 


Second schedule :— Noes, 93. (Division List No. 236.) 


AYES. 
Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. | Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley ) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Byles, William Pollard Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Aclan¢, Francis Dyke | Cairns, Thomas | Dunne, MajorE.Martin(Wa!sal! 
Agnew, George William | Cameron, Robert | Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Alden, Percy | Carr-Gomm, H. W. | Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) | Causton,RtHn. RichardKnight | Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Stroud) Cawley, Frederick | Elibank, Master of 
Armitage, R. Chance, Frederick William Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edware 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert H. | Channing, Francis Allston | Erskine, David C. 
Astbury, John Meir | Cheetham, John Frederick Essex, R. W. 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) | Cherry, Rt. Hen. R.R. | Evans, Samuel T. 
Baker, J. A. (Finsbury, E.) | Churchill, Wirston Spencer | Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) | Clarke, C. Geddard | Everett, R. Lacey 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) | Cleland, J. W. | Farrell, James Patrick 
Barker, John | Clough, W | Fenwick, Charles 
Parlow.JohnEmmott(Somerset | Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. | Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) | Cobbold, Felix Thornley | Findlay, Alexander 
Barnard, FE. B. Cogan, Denis J. | Flynn, James Christopher 
Barnes, G.N. | Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) | Fuller, John Michael F. 
Barran. Rewland Hirst Collins,Si1Wm.J.(S.Pancras,W | Fullerton, Hugh 
Beale, W. P. Condon, Then as Joseph | Furness, Sir Christopher 
Beauchamp, E. | Cooper, G. J. | Gill, A. H. 
Beavmoat, W. C. B. (Hexham) | Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow! | Ginnell, L. 
Bellairs, Carlyon | Corbett,C.H.(Sussex,E.Grinst'd | Gladstone,Rt.Hn. Herbert Jchn 
Benn, Sir J. W. (Devony ort | Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. | Glover, Thomas 
Benn, W.(T’w'r Hamlets.S.Geo. | Cotton, Sir H.J.S. | Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Berricge, T. H. D. Cowan, W. H. | Gooch, George Peabody 
Bertram, Julivs Cox, Harold | Greenwocd, G. (Peterborcugh) 
Bethell, J.-H. (Essex, Romford) | Crean, Eugene | Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Fdwaid 
Bethel), T. R. (Essex, Maldon) Crombie, John William | Gulland, John W. 
Billson, Alfred Crossley, Willizm J. | Gurcen, Sir W. Breyten 
Birre]], Rt. Hon. Augustine Cullinan, J. | Haldane, Rt. Hon. Ric) ara B. 
Boland, John Dalziel, James Henry Hardy, George A. (Suffolk 


Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worc’r) 
Harrington, Tin.cthy 


Polton, T. D. (Derbyshire,N.E. 
Bramsdon, T. A. 


Davics, Ellis William (Fif'on) 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Caicigan 


Bright, J. A. Davies, Timothy (Fulham) Hart-Davies, T. 
Brocklehurst, W. B. Davies, W. Hewell (Bristo!, 8.) | Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale 
Brodie, H. C. Delany, William Harwocd, George 

Brooke, Stopford Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. | Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 


Bryce, Rt. Hn. Jas. (Aberdeen) | 
Bryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn Dolan, Charles Joseph Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Burke, E. Haviland- | Duckworth, James Hazleton, Richard wr 


| Dickson-Poynder, Sir Jckn P. 
| 

Burnyeat, W. J. D. Duffy, William J. Hedges, A. Paget % 
| 


Dobson, Thomas W. 


Hallam, Lewis (Mc1 mcuth’ 
Hayden, John Patric. 


Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness | Helme Norval Watson 
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Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J. vi. (Aberdeen, W.) 
Heary, Charles 8. 

Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon. S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset, N. 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 

Jones, Leif (Appl -by) 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy( Essex, Harwich) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hn. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R.( Leicester) 
Macdonald, J. M. (Falkirk B’hs) 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, 8. 
M*Arthur, William 

M ‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Crae, George 

M ‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M’Micking, Major G. 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Mantield, Harry (Northants) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Masterman, C. F. G. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montgomery, H. G. 


Education (England 


| Murray, James 


| Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 


' Robinson, 8. 
| Robson, Sir William Snowdon 


| Rose, Charles Day 
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Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Napier, T. B. 





Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncaster 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Doherty, Philip 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O Hare, Patrick 

O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, Sir W. L. (Colchester) | 
Philipps, Col.Ivor(S’thampton) 
Philipps,J. Wynford(Pembroke) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 

Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price,C.E.(Edinburgh, Central) 
Price, Robert J. (Norfolk, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) | 
Redmond, William (Clare) \ 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athedstan 

Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 


Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee | 
Robertson, SirGScott(Bradfrd | 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 


Rogers, F. E. Newman 


Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 


| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) | 
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Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan'(Hyde) 
Schwann, Sir C. E. (Manchester 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Chas. Edw (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick, B. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowd:n, P. 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


| Soares, Ernest J. 


Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph'(Chesh. 
Steadman, W. C. 


| Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 


Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 


| Stuart, Jas. (Sunderland) 
| Sullivan, Donal 

| Summerbell, T. 

| Sutherland, J. E. 


Taylor, Austin’( East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


| Tennant, Sir Edw. (Salisbury) 


Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, E, 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Ure, Alexander 


| Verney, F. W. 
| Vivian, Henry 


Wallace, Robert 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Ward, J. (Stoke upon Trent) 


Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 


| Weir, James Galloway 


White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 


Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williamson, A. 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Hn. C.H. W.(Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
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Winfrey, R. 
Wodehouse, Lord (Norfolk Mid. 
Wood, T. M’Kinnon 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. Hn. H. O. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 
Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh H. 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E. 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 


Education (England 





Dalrymple, Viscount 
Dixon, Sir Daniel 


Question put, “ That the Chairman do | 
report the Bill as amended, 


House.” 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Asquith.Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A.[(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring.Gcdfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow.JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Redford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran. Rowland Hirst 
Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bellairs, Carlyon 
Benn,SirJ.Williams (Devonp’rt | 








{COMMONS} 


Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Hudd’rsfi’d 
Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


NOES. 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred D. 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 

Du Cros, Harvey 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude! George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F. (BurySEdm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kennaway, Rt.Hn.Sir John H. 
King, Sir H. Seymour (Hull) 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) 
Lockwood, Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long; Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 








Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh, W. 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 


AYES. 


Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,'S.Geo. , 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Bolton, T.D.(Derbyshire, N.E.) 
Bramsdon, TT. A. 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, Rt.Hn.James(A berdeen 
Bryce,J.A.(Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thcmas Ryburn 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton,Rt.Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
Cawley, Frederick 





Chance, Frederick William 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 


Whiteley and Mr. J. 
Pease. 


A. 


Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield 
Nield, Herbert 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Rawliason, John FrederickPeel 
Robert., 8. (Sheftield, Ecclesall 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Maryleoone, W.) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Welton) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, RtHn.J.G./Oxf’dUniv.} 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Warde, Co!. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Willoughby de Eresbv, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wy.adham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES—Sir 
Alexander Acland-Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 303 : 
to the | Noes, 141. (Division List No. 237.) 
| 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencet 
Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 
Coats,SirT.Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,C.H(Sussex,E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Cowan, W. H. 

Crombie, John William 
Crossley, William J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras, N, 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P, 
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Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne,Major E.Martin(Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Evans, Samuel T. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn.HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worc’r) 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson,J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8. 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hodge, John 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset, N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
Kitson, Sir James 

Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 
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Lehmann, R. C. 
Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lupton, Arnold 
Luttrell, Hugh Fownes 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Lynch, H. B. 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William 
M‘Callum, John M. 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Mallet, Charles E. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marnham, F. J. 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Masterman, C. F. G. 
Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno, Percy Alport 
a A. 
Money, L. G. Chiozza 
| Montgomery, H. G. 
| Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
| Morrell, Philip 
| Morse, L. L. 
| Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
| Murray, James 
| Napier, T. B. 
| Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
| Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncaster 
| Norman, Henry 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| Nuttall, Harry 
O’Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paul, Herbert 
Paulton, James Mellor 
| Pearce, Robert (Staffs., Leek) 
| Pearce, Wi liam (Limehouse) 
Pearson,Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
| Philipps,Col.Ivor(Southampt’n 
| Philipos,J.Wynford Pembroke 
| Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
| Pickersgil!, Edward Hare 
| Pirie, Duncan V. 
| Pollard, Dr. 
| Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
| Price, Robert John (Norfolk,E.) 
| Radford, G. H. 
| Raphael, Herbert H. 


| Rea, Russell \Gloucester) 
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Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William v.xaowdon 
Rogers, F. E. Newman) 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland), 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyd2) 
Schwana,Sir C.E.(Manchester) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 





Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Snowden, P. 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 
Staaley,Hn.A.Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

| Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
| Thomas,Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
| Thomas,David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, E 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Wallace, Robert 

Walters, John Tudor 
Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Wason,Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart/ Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 








| Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ | White, George (Norfolk) 


| Rees, J. D. 

| Rendall, Athelstan 

| Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpton 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

| Ridsdale, E. A. 

| Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 

| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 





White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 


Wiles, Thomas 
Wilkie, Alexander 
Williamson, A. 


Lea, Hugh Cecil (St. Pancras, E. | Robertson,SirG.Scott(Bradf'rd | Wills, Arthur Walters 


Leese,Sir Joseph F.(Accrington 


Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 


Wilson, Hn. C.H.W.(Hull, W.) 
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“Wilson, He ary J. (York. W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) | 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 





Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. Sir H. 
Balearres, Lord 

Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry,N.) 
Beach, Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Boland, John 
Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward 
3urdett-Coutts, W. ¢ 
3urke, E. Haviland 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E. | 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim, 8. 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalrymple, Viscount 


Allen 





Delany, William 
Dixon, Sir Daniel 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir FredDixon | 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers 
Du Cros, Harvey 

Duffy, William J. 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farrell, James Patrick 

Fell, Arthur 


{COMMONS} 


Winfrey, R. 

Wodehouse, Lord( Norfolk, Mid) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhous2, SirJ T.( Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


NOES. 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Ginnell, L. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harrington, Timothy 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.( BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) 
Hogan, Michael 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.Sir JohnH. 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kilbride, Denis 

King, Sir Henry Seymour( Hull) 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants., Fareham 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long,Col!.CharlesW.( Evesham 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Dublin,S.) | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeagh,Jeremiah(Down, 8.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M'‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh,W. 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meagher, Michael 
Meehan, Patrick A. 
Meysey-Thompson, E. 
Mooney, J. J. 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield) 





C. 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A, 
Pease. 


Nield, Herbert 

Nolan, Joseph 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, Philip 

O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Hare, Patrick 

O’Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Perey, Earl 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Loberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, F. E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


| Stanley, Hon. Arthur(Ormskirk 





| Starkey, John R. 


Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxt’dUniv. 
Thomson, W. Mitchell (Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Willoughby de Eres'y, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs—Sir 
Alexander Acland- Hood and 
Viscount Valentia. 


Bill reported; as amended, to be | Monmouthshire, N.),in moving the Second 
considered upon Monday next, and to be | Reading, called attention to the fact that 
|from beginning to end tke Bill was 
| entirely non-controversial and non-party. 
|It was almost in its entire provisions 


printed. [Bill 317.] 


REVENUE BILL. | 
Order for Second Reading read. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 


THE TREASURY (Mr. 


| the 
| duced 
| opposite. 


McKENNA, 


identical 
last year by hon. Gentlemen 
There were one or two new 
clauses, the reasons for the introduction 
of which he thought it would be satisfac- 
tory to the House that he should explain. 


Bill which was intro- 
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Tne main provisions of the Bill related to 
in lustrial aleohol, and all the provisions 
related to ditferent matters which were 
required for the facilitation of the trade 


and manufacture or business of the 
country. It was, therefore, he thought | 


the House would agree, most desirable 
that the Bill should be passed at the 
earliest possible moment. As the House 
knew, industrial aleohol was very largely 
used in manufacture. It entered as 
an ingredient into a great variety of 
It was used in varnish, in 
soap, in powder, in smokeless powder and 
other explosives, in chemicals, in celluloid, 
in pegamoid, in hat-making, in linoleum, 
and in an infinite variety of other articles 
which hon. Gentlemen who were in- 
terested would find in the minutes of the 
evidence given before the Industrial 
Alcohol Committee. An article of that 
kind, hon. Gentlemen would concede, 
should be produced, in order to assist our 
manufactures, at the cheapest possible 
price. Its main ingredient, however, 
was plain spirit, and plain spirit was 
subject to a very heavy excise duty. 
He believed the cost of the article 
free of duty would be about Is, 6d. 
a gallon, but the duty itself was 11s. 
a gallon. Where so heavy a duty as 
that existed it was obvious that the 
Revenue was bound, for its own protec- 
tion, to insist upon very strict regulations 
in regard to the distillation ‘of spirit. 
Those regulations, quite apart from the 
operation of the duty itself, involved 
expense upon the distiller, and as a result 
of that expense the distiller was bound 
to sell his pure spirit to the methylator 
at a higher price than if no such 
regulations existed. All the articles 
which were manufactured by the use of 
methylated spirit were increased in price 
in consequence of the added price put 
upon the industrial alcohol, the raw 
material, and the article which came into 
this country from foreign countries, 
where no similar restrictions existed, got 
the benefit of the cheaper methylated 
spirit. They consequently, in competi- 
tion with our goods, had an advantage 
due solely to the Excise restrictions 
placed upon the distillation of methylated 
spirits in this country. The increased 
price caused by those restrictions it was 
not easy to estimate, but at the present 
moment on the import of plain spirit the 
cost of these restrictions was estimated at 
3d. per gallon. It was proposed to 
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remove the grievance which British 
manufacturers now suffered in conse- 


quence of the Excise restrictions on the 
distillation of spirit, by giving them a 
similar allowance of 3d. per gallon in the 
case of industrial alcohol. That was the 


first sub-section in the first clause. But 
they had a second grievance. Industrial 


alcohol, speaking generally, consisted of 
pure plain spirit mixed with wood 
naptha. The alcohol, under the old 
regulations governing the manufacture 
of industrial aleohol, would have one- 
ninth of the wood naphtha in it. Wood 
naphtha was dearer than the spirit, and 
by being mixed with the spirit rendered 
it less useful for purposes of manufac- 
ture. It would be seen therefore that 
it would be a great advantage if the 
quantity of wood naphtha could be 
reduced. This grievance of the manu- 
facturer was removed by the third sub 
section of the clause, under which the pro- 
portion of wood naphtha was reduced from 
one-ninth to one-nineteenth. And then 
there was a third grievance which arose in 
the case af pure alcohol. Where pure 
alcohol was used in manufacture, for the 
protection of the Revenue it was necessary 
that’ an Excise Officer should attend in 
order to supervise the process of manufac- 
ture. Under Section 8 of the Finance 
Act, 1902, which facilitated the use ot 
pure spirit in manufacture, the cost of his 
attendance had to be borne by the 
manufacturer. It was now proposed that 
that cost should be borne by the 
Revenue. Thus it was that by sub- 
sections, (1), (3) and (4) of the first clause 
of the Bill the main grievances of the 
manufacturers who used industrial alcoho! 
for their own purposes were removed. 
Sub-section (2) of Clause 1 dealt with 
alcohol, and removed the surtax which 
was now imposed upon foreign imported 
alcohol. There were no Excise restric- 
tions upon its manufacture in this 
country, and consequently the general 
ground upon which the surtax was im- 
posed upon foreign importation did not 


exist. Therefore, it was considered 
proper that it should be taken off. 
Sub-section (5) dealt with mineralised 


methylated spirits—that was, the ordinary 
methylated spirit of commerce. It con 
tained at the present moment one-ninth 
of wood-naphtha, and had added to that 
‘375 of petroleum. The sub-section per- 
mitted the retailer to receive from 
another retailer fifty gallons at a time, 
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retailer would sell to or for the use of 
any one person at a time was one gallon. 
It had been found that the present 
restrictions were frequently unduly 
severe on the retailer, and this sub- 
section also was devised solely in the 
interests of the trade. Clause 2 was 
subsidiary to the main purpose of Clause 1. 
It prohibited a retailer from receiving 
industrial methylated spirit, that was a 
pure spirit plus one-nineteenth wood 
naphtha, and provided machinery for en- 
forcing the prohibition. Sub-section (6) 
gave power to the Commissioners to add 
to the sulphuric ether and chloroform, 
things which were already allowed to be 
prepared from methylated spirit, similar 
preparations used for like purposes. He 
only mentioned these facts—which were 
very complicated, and could be entered 
into in detail in Committee—but it was 
desirable to explain the general purpose 
of this first clause. Clause 3, like 
Clause 2, was subsidiary to Clause 1. 
Clause 4 was the definition clause, and 
related to a small matter in which 
industrial alcohol was used for purposes 
of manufacture. Clause 5 assimilated 
the law as regards saccharine to the law 
as it already existed in regard to sugar, 
tobacco, and other articles on which 
there were duties. 


Stir E. CARSON: asked what was 
the object of assimilating the law. 


Mr. MCKENNA: Because there was 
a duty on saccharine, as there was a 
duty on sugar, tobacco, and tea; and it 
was giving the same powers in regard to 
the importation of saccharine as now 
existed in regard to the importation of 
sugar and other articles. ‘There were 
certain powers of summary jurisdiction 
possessed by the magistrates in regard 
to other articles, and it was proposed to 
give the same powers in regard to 
saccharine. Clause 6 allowed tobacco to 
be imported in a ship of 120 tons burden. 
Clause 7, which was a more important 
clause than the machinery clause, related 
to a question which had arisen in regard 
to the use of foreign grape * must” in the 


manufacture of British wines. It was 
alleged that British wines so manu- 


factured were frequently used as the 
basis of wines which were passed off as 
Mr. McKenna. 
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foreign wines, and ought to be subject 
to the usual duty. It was proposed 
under this Bill to put the manufacturers 
of British wines under observation. I: 
was proposed that they should be 
registered, and that they should take 
out a licence—the duty was only small, 
it was not a revenue matter—but the 
opportunity was taken under this Bi’ 
of seeing whether the charges made 
were in any way justified, and—in a 
word — opportunities were given of 
determining hereafter how the grievance 
—if the grievance existed—could be 
dealt with. Clause & was merely the 
Amendment of a verbal slip, and Clause 9 
provided for a uniform duty on awards 
instead of a duty on the amount of the 
claim. It was considered on the whole 
that it was more favourable to the suitors 
to deal with it in that way. Clause 10, 
the new clause, dealt with Treasury Bills. 
Under the Treasury Bills Act of 1877 the 
Treasury had power to raise money by 
the issue of Bills. Those Bills were 
limited to one year, and must be renewed 
within the year in which they expired. 
3ills which expired in the last quarter of 
the financial year had to be renewed 
before March 31st of that year, or the 
whole of the existing power of the 
Treasury ceased. During that period 
the income -tax was mainly collected, 
and the result was that there was usually 
a large Exchequer balance at the Bank. 
The City was frequently amused at 
the spectacle, not knowing the reason 
for it, of the Treasury going into the 
market and borrowing money on Treasury 
3ills at the very moment when they had 
a superabundance of balance at the Bank. 
The City pointed out that this must be 
a loss to the Exchequer, because they 
paid interest on the Treasury Bills and 
did not get interest on their bank balance. 
It was also complained that the Treasury 
were withdrawing from the market money 
which might be used to better advantage 
if left in the possession of the City for 
the purposes of trade. The clause now 
introduced proposed to give a discretion 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer not to 
renew a Bill which expired in the last 
quarter of the year, but to hold it over 
until the next succeeding quarter. He 
need not exercise that discretion, but at 
any rate when he had already swollen 
balances at the bank at the end of Febru- 
ary or in March, he would have the 
power not to renew his Treasury Bill, then 
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and there, but could wait till the follow- | 


ing April or May, when his balance was 
once again reduced, in order to borrow 
the money which he required. That was 
the meaning of the first part of Clause 10. 
Sub section (2)’of that clause was some- 
what of a technical character. The Bank 
of England was now paid £200 for every 
million pounds outstanding at the close of 
the financial year. When that arrange- 
ment was entered into the value of the 
Treasury Bills was such that the Bank of 
England was sure to be paid for all the 
Treasury Bills in the course of the year. 
But in 1902 power was taken to raise 
money on Treasury Bills for the purposes 
of Ways and Means, and the Bills thus 
raised were paid off in the year. Asa 
consequence they were not outstanding 
on March 31st, and the Bank of England 
which had all the trouble, got no payment. 
That vrievance was to a certain extent 
remedied by paying a larger amount of 
interest on their deficiency at the Bank, 
but the House would readily perceive that 
by giving the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer powers not to renew his Bills 
before March 31st, it would add to 
the grievance, because there would 
he Bills outstanding on March 
3lst. Power was consequently taken 
in sub-clause (2) to remunerate the Bank 
at a fair scale on the total amount 
of bills issued in the year. Clause 11 
was an administrative matter, pure and 
simple, introduced for the purpose of 
alleviating the difficulties which some- 
times arose owing to the great increase 
of the work of the Income Tax Commis- 
sioners, for which under the present laws 
their clerks were not allowed to receive 
any additional pay. Clause 12 dealt with 
a Scottish matter which he would prefer 
should be left to the Secretary for Scot- 
land, and Clause 13 related to the com- 
mencement and short title. He had now 
been through every clause of the Bill, 
which the House would agree was a wholly 
uncontroversial measure. He hoped the 
House would not only give a Second 
Reading to the Bill, but when they 
reached the other stages allow the Bill to 
proceed as quickly as possible in order 
that it might be passed in the general 
interests of the trade of the country. 


less 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a second | 


time.” 
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Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby- 
shire, W.) hoped he might be allowed to 
congratulate the hon. Gentleman not only 
on the very clear and lucid manner in which 
he had explained the Bill to the House, 
but also on the very important discovery 
he had made since transferring himself 
from the Opposition side to the Treasury 
3ench. The Government of which he 
(Mr. Cavendish) had the honour of being 
a Member introduced a measure almost 
identical word for word with the present 
Bill, and he had a vivid recollection of 


' the time when the late Government were 


not allowed to pass that Bill which they 
were now told was so urgent and neces- 
sary for the manufactures and trade of 
the country. Speaking for his hon. 
friends and himself, he could say that they 
were not prepared to stand against the 
interests of the manufacturers and traders 
of this country, and anything they could 
do to accelerate a Bill which they knew 
had heen most unnecessarily delayed 
during the last two or three years, they 
would do their best to accomplish. After 
the lucid manner in which the Financial 
Secretary of the Treasury had explained 
the clauses of the Bill, it was unnecessary 
for him to stand between the House and the 
next subject. With regard to Clause 11, 
however, certain of his hon. friends were 
anxious for a rather fuller explanation 
than the hon. Gentleman had given. 
Speaking on behalf of his hon. friends on 
the Opposition side they welcomed the 
Bill, their only regret being that owing 
to various circumstances the traders and 
manufacturers of the country had not 
already had the advantage of the 
measure, 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) said he did not in the least desire to 
interfere with the passing of this Bill, 
but he wanted to ask the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer whether he could take 
this opportunity to explain the attitude 
of the Treasury in relation to the subject 
of tobacco-growing in Ireland. The sub- 
ject was discussed in another place 
yesterday afternoon. He listened to the 
debate at the Bar, and he must say that 
he did not think the matter was very 
fully discussed. He was not able to say 
anything, of course, and therefore he 
took the first opportunity he had of 
asking the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
| for his views on the matter. 
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Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) said the 
Financial Secretary had made the extra- 
ordinary statement that the Government 
vot no interest on their bank balances. 
They could get interest on balances from 
every other bank in the country except 
the Bank of England from day to day, 
and he could get it from the Bank of 
“ngland. Would the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer explain why the Government 
had been such noodles that they did not 
vet interest on bank balances as other 
people did. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton, said the Financial Secretary had 
urged the House to agree to the Bill 
heeause it had been proposed by the 
late Government. That had been the 
kind of speech the Secretary of the 
Treasury had made on almost every Bill 
which he had presented to the House. 
It was remarkable, because he had been 
placed in the office he so hoenourably 
filled in order that he might reverse the 
policy of the late Government. There- 
tore, to appeal to Members on the Opposi- 
tion side for their support of a policy to 
oppose which he had obtained office, was 
not, in his opinion, the best way to gain 
support. It was remarkable also that, 
speaking on behalf of a Liberal Govern- 
ment, he had urged the passing of this 
Bill, because it would cheapen the cost 
of aleohol—aleohol which for the past 
twenty-five years had been to the Liberal! 
Party an absolute bogey, and in regard 
to which they had been ready to inflict 
the greatest injustice upon those who 
had been engaged in “the trade.” It 
was a sorry thing that the Liberal Party 
should plead as the main reason why the 
Bill should be passed that it would assist 
the sale of aleohol. In answer to that, 
it might be said that the Bill referred to 
aleohol which was not drunk ; but they 
would take no drastic measures under 
this Bill to deal with so-called British 
wines. Why should not these bogus 
heverages come under the same law as 
governed all other traders in alcoholic 
drink? He could not join in the 
pean of praise of his hon. friend 
on the Front Bench. It was customary 
for such speeches to pass from one front 
3ench to the other, and it was a matter 
which did not concern hon. Members in 
the House who did not sit on the Front 
Benches. Their business was to see that 
freedom of opinion and independence of 
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action should have a fair chance in 
the House, and just because this Bill had 
been brought in by the last Government 
was no reason why they should accept it 
—particularly when the Secretary to the 
Treasury had only told the half-truth—he 
did not mean it in any offensive way, 
His hon, friend had referred to certain 
clauses which were novel and far-reaching 
in character, and which no doubt were 
calculated to inflict a grave injustice upon 
a large class of loyal and devoted public 
servants. Under Clause 11 the Govern- 
ment would commit a breach of faith with 
the officials of the Land Tax Commis 
sioners. Under Acts passed some years 
ago it was decreed that if there were any 
alteration in the conditions of the service 
they should be entitled to compensation. 
Why should the clerks of the Land Com- 
missioners be singled out for unfair treat- 
ment in that way? By this Biil the House 
of Commons was asked to destroy rights 
of these men which had been recognised 
since 1842, and to inflict an injustice 
on «a most efficient body of men who 
had undertaken certain financial and 
other responsibilities beeause they had 
faith in the pledge of Parliament that 
they would not be disturbed, and that 
they could count on the emoluments 
attached to their office. The reason why 
this Bill had a sinister purpose was that 
it gave to the Board of Inland Revenue 
absolute discretion either to alter by re 
duction or increase the areas in which 
these officials now acted. He believed 
that the real departmental fact in connec- 
tion with the whole of this matter was 
that the Board of Inland Revenue, having 
a large number of young officials awaiting 
promotion, wished to oust the men now 
occupying these offices. He would deal 
further with this matter when the Bill 
reached the Committee stage. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
he did not understand this Bill. He 
supposed one reason why it was so unin- 
telligible was that it was a heritage from 
the Tory Party. It was an anti-Free 
Trade Bill. It was a Bill for protection, 
and he wished it to he distinctly under- 
stood that he was entirely in favour of it. 
This Bill was a measure of protection for 
British manufacturers as against foreigners. 
[Cries of “ No.”| He would demonstrate 
it. In the Chancellor of the Exchequer's 
proposals with regard to tobacco, the 
small benefit which the manufacturers 
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enjoved under previous legislation was | 
swept away in the sacred name of free | 
trade. Every British manufacturer-—and | 
that included Irish manufacturers—got | 
hitherto a drawback of 3d. per gallon on | 
all spirits sent out. That was supposed 
to make up for the heavy restrictions 
placed on british and Irish distillers by 
Treasury supervision. They were placed 
at an enormous disadvantage as compared 
with foreign manufacturers who mace | 
spirits from potatoes. It was perfectly | 
right that the British Government shouid 
vive that drawback, but what did this 
Bill do? He had read the first clause 
four times, and, as he understood it, | 
instead of saying that the distiller of 
methylated spirits should get a drawback 
of 3d. as had been the practice hitherto, 
it said that in future it should go 
to the rectifier. That was not put in 
plain language, but in a sort of marma- 
Jade of the English tongue which it was 
almost impossible to decipher. It 
amounted to what he had said. By this 
means the Government proposed 2 
ineasure of protection. He had no doubt 
they would hear now, or in Committee, 
the Government defence for what was 
really a measure of protection. He gladly 
welcomed the measure, but, at all events, 
the cant of free trade in this respect dis- 
appeared in the first clause of the Bill. 
When the Bill went into Committee he 
would watch this provision most carefully. | 
(Unless the impression was removed, he | 
would maintain that this was a measure 
f pure and simple protection which the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had adopted | 
tron the Tory Party. A far more | 
important clause in the Bill was that | 

| 


which placed restrictions on the makers of 
british wines. He had again and again 
during the session put Questions to the 
right hon. Gentleman with respect to the 
frauds on the consumers that were being 
connived at by the Revenue. It was an} 
extraordinary thing that the Revenue 
Department of this country should act 
the part of the stony step-mother to the | 
inhabitants of the country from whom the | 
revenue was drawn. Instead of seeing | 
that what they taxed was honest stuff, | 
they took up the position of saying, “ We 
do not care what it is; we do not care 
whose stomach it destroys, so long as we 


get the revenue.” There should be 
no manufacture of British wines. 


There might be no manufactures on 
which to employ this alcohol and no use 
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for it except to perpetrate a fraud on the 
public. Therefore, he welcomed the fact 
that they were putting in this clause for 
the first time. It was said that currants 
introduced from Greece were sent through 
the mill and afterwards appeared as the 
finest Bordeaux wine; and that brandy 
was imported from Norway where never 
a grape vine grew. Nobody expected 
that an Amendment of the Stamp Duty 
Act would touch those practices. 
HARMOOD-BANNER 


(Liver- 


Mr. 


pool, Everton) thought that the bill did 


not go farenough. The a!cohol produced 
in Germany for motor and other purposes 
was sold at very moderate prices; but 
in this country the law prevented manu- 


'facturers from employing alcohol for all 


these purposes. It appeared to him that 
they ought rather to do all they could 


| to encourage the production of alcohol 


for these industrial enterprises. In Ger- 
many the price of alcohol was 9d. per 
zallon, whereas in this country it was 
ls. 3d. The Report of the Alcohol Com- 
mittee said that this country ought to be 
in advance of other countries in the pro- 
duction of alcohol for industrial purposes ; 
but he had a letter from a manufacturer 
which said that this Bill would not give 
manufacturers any advantage, although 
alcohol could be produced from paper, 
straw, and other waste substances. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 


| CHEQUER (Mr. AsquirH, Fifeshire, E.) 


said he could assure hon. Members on 
hoth sides of the House that the motive 


_of the Bill was entirely in the interests 


of the trade of the country, while con- 


| serving the interests of the Revenue. 
| There was no protection in any shape or 


form in the clauses of the Bill. This 
measure would put foreign alcohol and 
domestic aleohol on exactly the same 
footing. As regarded British wines, as to 
which the hon. Member had used some 


_ strong expressions, he was sorry to find he 


must associate himself with them. Their 


| object in proposing the licence duty 


was to bring this trade under Excise 
supervision, so that they might determine 
how far the allegations which were made 
were true, and whether the imported 
‘must ” which came from other countries 
was really being used to palm off English 
wines as foreign wines. If this proved 
to be the case they hoped to bring all 
these various concoctions under the law 
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as it existed. They would no longer | ISLE OF MAN (CUSTOMS) BILL. 
he given any preference in their com-| Read the third time, and passed. 





petition, and they would not pass 
untaxed in comparison with imported 
articles. This reform, which was very) ee Ee eee 
much needed, would be in consonance FERTILISERS ae ipa STUFFS 
with justice and expediency, and they ds ee 
were quite right to slip it into a Bill of | Order for Third Reading, read. 
this sort when they had the chance. He 
hoped, therefore, that the House would 
agree to a Bill which was urgently 
needed in the interests of the general 
trade of the country. As to the ques- 
tion of tobacco-growing in Ireland 
raised by the hon. Member for Kast) Mp. BOWLES (Lambeth, Norwood) 
Clare, he had already shown great wished to call the attention of the House 
sympathy in regard to it, and would to the very extraordinary provisions of 
continue to do so. It was not, however, the Bill. Three classes of people were 
germane to the question before the  atiected by it, the manufacturer and sellers 
House. His hon. friend the Member for of fertilisers and feeding stuffs, the Board 
Sutherland said that the Government of Agriculture, and the officials who acted 
should obtain interest on their current under the directions of that authority, 
balance at the Bank. The hon. Member [t seemed to him, after giving the best 
was a very lucky man if he got interest consideration he could to the subject, that 
at his bank upon his current account. it inflicted a real and serious injury 
upon the manufacturers and the sellers, 
Mr. MORTON said that his bank was 2!4 also the buyers, and the only people 
giving such interest now. who reaped any advantage trom it were 
the officials of the Board of Agriculture 
and the Board itself. The manufacture 
*Mr. ASQUITH: What bank ? of fertilisers and feeding stuffs was an 
enormous and prosperous industry in 
aie ; which large numbers of men were em- 
Mr. MORTON : [ am not obliged to ployed, and he could not see why it should 
tell yous be singled out for this particular kind 
of legislation. No reasons were given for 
*Mr. ASQUITH said that perhaps the this policy. The Bill provided that if 
a person made or sold for use as a 
fertiliser or feeding stuff any preparation 
which he might make and which had 
been subjected to any artificial process, 
he should give to the purchaser, whether 
he demanded it or not, the chemical con- 
Mr. MORTON said he could get it; stituents of his preparation. To that 
now, calculated every twenty-four hours | there might not be so much objection, 
at one per cent. below the bank rate on but the Bill laid down that the in- 
any amount above £5,000. voice was to be a legal warranty, and 
was to set forth precisely the constituents 
of the articles, and if that invoice was 
found to be wrong w.thin the limits not 
set forth in the Bill, and which no one 
knew except that they were to be pre- 
scribed by the Board of Agriculture, a 
man was not only subject to a criminal 
prosecution, but could be brought before 
Question put, and agreed to. a court of summary jurisdiction and 
fined a considerable sum. That might 
; , 7 be right or wrong. but it was extremely 
Bill read a second time, and committed extraordinary. He was certain that 
for Monday next. nobody in the House desired for a 


Mr. Asquith. 


| aie 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


hon. Member would communicate with 
him privately, as he should like to know 
a man who got interest upon his current 
account from a London banker. 


*Mr. ASQUITH was glad to hear it. 
If the hon. Gentleman would communicate 
with him, he would be glad to transfer 
his account to such a bank. He did not 
think the Treasury was badly treated. 
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moment that injustice should be suffered 
by anybody under the Bill, but everybody 
who looked at Clause 3—which provided 
the method of taking the samples 
upon which the prosecution was to be 
founded — would agree that there 
was a great danger of injustice being 
done throughout the whole proceeding 
with reference to the analysis of these 
samples. 
made for the submission of, or the giving 
of any sample of any kind to the man 
who was going to be prosecuted. Under 
this arrangement he had no opportunity 
of checking the analysis; the whole 
matter from the taking of the sample 
to the conviction was outside the man 
altogether. He considered it unfair, 
The bill was alvowedly a farmers’ Bill, 
framed in the interest, not of the 
large farmers who could take care of them- 
selves, but of the small farmers, the allot- 
ment holders. What was the etfect of it ? 
70 per cent. of the feeding stutis used in 
this country were imported. I[t was a 
measure of pure unmitigated protection. 
Ile would prove his statement. The 
70 per cent. of the foodstutts imported 
were manufactured by peasants and others 
of foreign countries from various by-pro- 
ducts of which it was impossible to state 
the constituents. They were brought 
over here in shiploads and sold direct off 
the ships, nobody knowing exactly what 
they consisted of, and under those condi 
tions selling very cheaply. 
happen under this Bill was that that 
process would be quite impossible, every 
cargo would have to landed and 
warehoused, and would have to be gone 
through, and inevitably the — etfect 
must be to increase enormously the 
price of all feeding stuffs that came in 
that way. The hon. Gentleman would 
not deny that, so far as it affected 
70 per cent. of the feeding stutls of this 
country. The only real effect of the 
ill would be to put the manufacturers 


be 


engaged in a great industry under 
cruel and almost impossible disabili- 
ties. It would increase the price of 


feeding stuffs in this country, and the 
only fact in regard to it which he saw 
that might commend the Bill to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite was that it did in the 
most undoubied way increase the number 
of officials who would have to interfere 


with farmers all over the country. 
The Bill gave enormous power to 


the Board of Agriculture and handed 
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Absolutely no provision was | 
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over to them two enormous industries. 
It was because he was opposed to 
handing over industries of this kind 
blindfolded, tied, and bound to a 
Government Department, that he hoped 
the House would pardon him for ex- 
pressing his strong disapproval of this 
mischievous, interfering, and _ill-formed 
measure. 


Trustee (Expenses). 


Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford ) 
agreed that the seller ought to have a 
chance of verifying the analysis and 
that he ought to have a sample. He 
also agreed that this was a measure for 
increasing the cost of food stutts. There 
would be no demand in his constitu- 
ency for the Bill. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


3ill read a third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC TRUSTEE (EXPENSES). 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{Mr. Emmott (Oldham) in the Chair. | 


Motion made, and Question put, “ That 
it is expedient to authorise the charge on 
the Consolidated Fund of such sums as 
may be required to make good any 
liabilities incurred by the public trustee, 
or his officers, appointed under any Act 
of the present session to provide for the 
appointment of a public trustee, and to 
authorise the payment, out of moneys 
provided by Parliament, of the salaries 
or remuneration of the public trustee 
and his officers, and of other expenses 
incurred by them in pursuance of such 


Act.” —(Mr. Whiteley.) 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY asked the 
Minister in charge whether he could give 
any approximate figure to the Committee 
as to the amount of money involved and 
the number of officials to be authorised. 


*\Mr. R. PEARCE (Staffordshire, Leek) 
opposed the Resolution, because it was 
not, in his opinion, expedient to authorise 
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a charge on the Consolidated Fund. | 
Was this a Motion which should be 
pressed on the House before the Com- | 
mittee stage of the Trustee Bill itself was 
taken ! 
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(Mr. Henderson) had calculated that there 


Trustee (Expenses). 


/must be some 200 officials appointed 


under this Bill. In every town 
where there were over 5,000 inhabi- 
tants there would have to be a public 


trustee and a deputy or, at all events, 


THe CHAIRMAN : This is a necessary 
preliminary to the Committee stage. 


, extent 


*Mr.J. M. HENDERSON (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) opposed the Resolution with a 
great deal of reluctance. He entirely 
agreed with the principle of the Bill, but | 
he entirely objected to the expense that 
would be incurred by a Bill which he 
honestly believed would be a failure. 
He did not for a moment believe that 
the public would ever avail themselves 
of public trustees to an extent that would 
vield commission enough to pay for the 
expense. This was not a Liberal Bill. 
It was the child of the hon. and gallant 
Member for Central Shettield, and was a 
poor thing but his own. 


THe CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 


appears to be discussing the Bill. 


*Mr. J. M. HENDERSON said he only 
wished to speak of the money required | 
for this Bill. On a previous occasion 
the Attorney-General had informed him 
that no estimate had been made of the 
cost or of the number of officials that 
would be required, but he said that the 
services of ofticials already holding oftice 
would be utilised as far as possible. He 


an office and officials to carry out 
the provisions of the Bill. It would 
be precisely the same in degree and 
as the official receiver. The 
official receivers had never cost less 
than £24,000 a year over and above 
the fees they received, and this Bill 
would cost the country at least £50,000 
a year from the very beginning, and it 
might be a great deal more. When the 
Attorney-General introduced the Bill he 
said he thought it would be self-support- 
ing. It would be nothing of the kind, 
because the public trustee’s services would 
not be availed of by the public. The 
Liberal Party had been girding at the 
Ministers to keep down expenditure, but 
what was the good of keeping down cost 
at one end if they had thousands of 
pounds running out at the other! 
They were being asked to give a blank 


cheque without a single estimate of 
any kind. From a long experience of 


these matters he knew the public trustee 
| would be a failure and the Exchequer 


would be saddled with an expenditure of 
from £20,000 to £40,000 a year. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175 ; 
Noes, 25. (Division List No. 23s.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) , Carr-Gomm, H. 
Acland, Francis Dyke | Chance, 
Alden, Percy | Cheetham, 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) | 
| 
| 


Armitage, R. Clarke, C. 


Balfour, Robert (Lanark) | Clough, W. 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) | Cogan, Denis J. 


Barker, John 
3arnes, G. N. | Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Barran, Rowland Hirst | Cooper, G. J. 


Beale, W. P. 


Beaumont,Hubert (Eastbourne | Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 


Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) | Cowan, W. H. 


Benn, W.(T’wrHamlets,S.Geo. | Crossley, William J. 


Billson, Alfred 
Boland, John 
3rodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopford 


| Cullinan, J. 


Bryce, J. A. (InvernessBurghs) | Dolan, Charles Joseph 
| Duckworth, James 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness | Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 


Burnyeat, W. J. D. 
Byles, William Pollard 


Mr. R. Pearce. 


Frederick William 
John 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Goddard 


| Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 


W. Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsa:! 
| Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
| Elibank, Master of 
| Essex, R. W. 
Evans, Samuel T. 
| Everett, R. Lacey 
| Farrell, James Patrick 
| Fenwick, Charles 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 


Frederick 


| Corbett,C.H.(Sussex,E.Grinst’d | Findlay, Alexander 


Fuller, John Michael F. 
| Gill, A. H. 
| Ginnell, L. 
| Gladstone,Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 


| Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) | Glover, Thomas 
| Delany, William 
| Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. | Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 


| Gulland, John W. 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
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Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hodge, John 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A.Levy(Essex, Harwich 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M’Kenna, Reginald 
M*Micking, Major G. 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Montagu, E. S. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morse, L. L. | 
Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 
Newnes, F. (Notts, 
Ni holls, George 





Jassetlaw) 


Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Seach, Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Dalrymple, Viscount 


Dutfy, William J. 


Resolution to be reported 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE ACT (1882) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Not amended (by the Standing Com- 


mittee), considered. 


Bills of Exchange Act 


| O’Shee, James John 


' Finch, 
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Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Brien, Kendal(‘Tipperary Mid 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N.) | 
O'Doherty, Philip 
O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Hare, Patrick 

O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 


Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paul, Herbert 


| Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 


Pirie, Duncan VY. 


| Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 


Raphael, Herbert H. 

tea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
tees, J. D. 

tichards,T.F. (Wolverh’mpton 


| Richardson, A. 

| Rickett, J. Compton 

| Ridsdale, FE. A. 

| Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 


Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott( Bradfrd) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Rogers, F. KE. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) | 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) — ! 


NOES. 


Rt. Hon. George H. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Murphy, John 


Pearce, Robert (Statfs. Leek) 
Soares, Ernest J. | 
to-morrow. THE 


(1882) Amendment Bill. 


| TELLERS FOR THE 


ATTORNEY -GENERAL 
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Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Sears, J. E. 


| Seely, Major J. B. 
| Shackleton, David James 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Spicer, Sir Albert 


| Stanger, H. Y. 


Stanley.Hn. A. Lvulph(Chesh.) 


| Strachey, Sir Edward 
| Strauss, B. S. (Mile End) 


Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 


| Stuart, James (Sunderland) 


Sullivan, Donal 


| Summerbell, T. 


Sutherland, J. F. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset,E 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton,Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 


| Wilkie, Alexander 


Wilson, Hn. C.H.W.(Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, W. 'T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 


AYES— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Starkey, John R. 

Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbiaz7 
Valentia, Viscount 

Watt, H. Anderson 


| White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Mr. J. M. Henderson and 
Mr. Harmood- Banner. 


(Sir 


JOHN WALTON, Leeds, 8.) said the Bill 


was explained to the 
Second Reading, and it was not opposed 
on that occasion. 
by a Committee upstairs, and he thought 


House on the 


It had been discussed 


they might fairly assume that the House 
knew what it contained. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a third time.” 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY 


Minister in charge of the Bill to explain it. | 
[FourtTH SERirs. | 


VOL, CLXL. 


asked the | 


M 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a third time and passed. 
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MARRIAGE WITH FOREIGNERS BILL, | 
Order for Second Reading read. | 


Adjournment 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the Bill be now read a second | 
time.” | 

| 
| 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said they were | 
entitled to an explanation of the Bill | 
from the Minister in charge. How many | 
nationalities had been approached in | 
connection with this matter, and with | 
how many were negotiations in progress ! 


*THe UNDERSECRETARY © or} 
STATE ror THE HOME DEPARTMENT | 
(Mr. Herbert SAMUEL, Yorkshire, | 
Cleveland) said there was a_ full | 
Memorandum on the face of the Bill 
explaining its object, and as no objection | 
had been raised from any quarter he | 
thought the House would be glad to be | 
spared an explanation. ‘There had been 
negotiations with France, Germany, and | 
Belgium on the matter. | 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time and committed | 
for to-morrow. 


EXTRADITION BILL. [1.1.] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this Bill be now read a second 
time. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said this was a 
Bill in regard to which the House should 
receive some information from the 
Minister in charge. The preamble stated 
that bribery was to be made an ex- 
traditable offence. The point on which 
he wished information was whether 
the United States was the only country 
with which our Government had been in 
negotiation with regard to the making of 
bribery an indictable offence. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said that 
this bill was introduced by the late Gov- 
ernment last year, but it was not  pro- 
ceeded with. It was introduced this year 
in the Upper House by the Lord Chancel- 
lor and that House had passed it. The 
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Bill was greatly desired by the Foreign 
Office and the Home Office as well. The 
initiative came from the Government of 
the United States, which was most 
anxious to put down bribery in the 
national and municipal institutions of the 
country. The British Government was 
asked to enable them to recover from 
this country persons who were charged 
with the offence of bribery. If any 
other country desired to make a treaty 
with this country in regard to the offence, 


this Bill would give statutory power to 


the Foreign Office to enable them to 
agree to such a treaty. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time and committed 
for to-morrow. 


FERTILISERS AND FEEDING STUFFS 
(REMUNERATION), 
Order for Committee thereupon read, 
and discharged. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL. 
Resolved, “ That the Statement of the 
estimated income and expenditure of 
Greenwich Hospital and of Travers’ 
the year 1906-7, be 
approved.” —( Mr. Lambert.) 


REVENUE EXCISE DUTY, Kc. 
Committee to consider of authorising 
the imposition of an Excise Duty on 
licences to be taken out by manufacturers 
for sale of British wines and of a Stamp 
Duty on awards in pursuance of any Act 
of the present session to amend the law 
relating to Customs and Inland Revenue, 
and for other purposes connected with 
finance, and of authorising the payment 
of other expenses that may be incurred 
under such Act (King’s recommendation 

signified), this day.--(Mr, Whiteley.) 


Whereupon Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the 
House without Question put, pursuant to 
the Order of the House of July 12th 


Adjourned at twenty-one minutes 
after One o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. Pontefract Corporation Bill. The 

King’s consent signified; and Bill re- 

Thursday, 19th July, 1906. ported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments. 

The Right Hon. Leonard Henry Poole Corporation Water Bill. Re- 


Courtney, having been created Baron 
Courtney of Penwith, in the county 
of Cornwall, was {in the usual manner) 
introduced, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House, That the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have been complied 
with: Hampstead Garden Suburb. The 
same was ordered to lie on the Table. 


Sutton District Water Bill; Hamp- 
stead Garden Suburb Bill; South Wales 
Electrical Power Distribution Company 
sill; Moved, That the order made on the 
26th day of March last, “ That no Private 
Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time 
after the 19th day of June next,’ be 
dispensed with, and that the Bills be now 
read 2°; agreed to; Bills read 2* accord- 
ingly. 


Edinburgh Corporation Bill ; Read 3°, 
with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


Sutton District Water Bill; Com- 
mited: The Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection. 


Hampstead Garden Suburb Bill ; South 
Wales Electrical Power Distribution 
Company Bill ; Committeed for Tuesday 
next. 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill ; 
Leave given to the Select Committee not 
to sit again till Monday next. 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [iL] 5 


Wolstanton United Urban District 
Council Gas Bill [#1]. 
the Commons agreed to, with Amend- 


ments. 
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Returned from , 


ported from the Select Committee, with 


; Amendments. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(Housing of Working Classes) Bill. Re- 
ported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House To-morrow. 


Cork City Railways and Works Bill. 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill. 
Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord Castlemaine be proposed 
to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bill in the place 
of the Earl of Malmesbury ; read, and 
agreed to. 


Sutton District Water Bill. Report 
from the Committee of Selection, That 
the five Lords appointed a Select Com- 
mittee on the Kingston-upon-Hull Cor- 
poration Bill do form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
Sutton District Water Bill; read, and 
agreed to: All petitions referred to the 
Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against 
the Bill to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bill. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill. Moved, That the order 
made on the 26th day of March last, 
“That no Provisional Order Confirma- 
tion Bill brought from the House of 


/Commons shall be read a second time 


after the 19th day of June next,” be 
dispensed with, and that the Bill be now 
read 2"; agreed to. Bill read 2* accord- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House To-morrow. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. &) Bill. Read 3* (according to 
order) ; Amendments made: Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


N 
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SUNDAY TRADING. 


Report from the Joint Committee (with | 
the proceedings of the Committee) made, 
and to be printed. (No. 160.) Minutes | 
of Evidence, together with appendices, 
laid upon the Table, and to be delivered 
out. 

TRADE R 


EPORTS : ANNUAL SERIES. 


No. 3671. France (Madagascar) ; 

No. 3672. Italy (Province of Leece) ; 
No. 3673. Hayti ; 

No. 3674. China (Shanghai). 


QUEEN’S COLLEGE, CORK. 
Annual Report of the President for the 
session 1905-6. 


ALIENS ACT, 1905. 

Return of alien passengers brought to 
the United Kingdom from ports in 
Europe or within the Mediterranean Sea 
during the three months ended 30th June 


1906; together with the number of 
expulsion orders made during that 
period requiring aliens to leave the 


United Kingdom. 


HUMBER CONSERVANCY COM- 
MISSION, 


Report of the Humber Conservancy | 
Commission. 


CUSTOMS. 
Fiftieth Report of the Commissioners 


of His Majesty’s Customs (for the year | 


ended 31st March 1906). 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (THE 
COURT). 

Schedule containing a list and particu- 
lars of classes of documents belonging to 
the abolished Court of the King’s Palace 
at Westminster which are now in the 
Public Record Office, but are not con- 
sidered of sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation therein: Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table, 


-ALACE 
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PUBLIC SLAUGHTER-HOUSES BILL 
| fut. |. 
| AL Bill to amend the law respecting 
aughter-houses, was presented by 
the vigmen Hutchison (£. Donough- 
| more); read 1*; and to be printed, 


| (No, 166.) 








Post Office Sites Bill. Brought from 
the Commons and read 1*; to be printed ; 
and referred to the Examiners. (No. 161.) 


Statute Law Revision (Scotland) Bill. 
| (No. 162.) Isle of Man (Customs) Bill. 
(No. 163.) Brought from the Commons 
and read 1*, and to be printed. 


Fertilisers and Feeding Stuffs Bill. 
Brought from the Commons and read 1*; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
‘Friday the 27th instant. (The Earl 
Carrington.) (No. 164.) 


Bills of Exchange Act (1882) Amend- 
ment Bill. Brought from the Commons 


;and read 1*; to be printed ; and to be 
‘read 2* on Thursday next (The Lord 
| Chancellor). (No. 165.) 


THE PALACE OF WESTMINSTER. 
*Lorp STANMORE rose to move that 
|a Select Committee be appointed to in- 
‘quire and report with respect to the 
unfinished condition of the rooms in the 
Palace of Westminster appropriated to 


ithe service of this House, and their 
approaches. 
The noble Lord said: My Lords, it 


/may be within the recollection of some of 
your Lordships that [ have at various 
‘times brought forward a Motion of a 
‘similar nature to that which I have 
| placed on the Paper to-day. Last year 
ithe Motion was accepted by His Ma- 
jesty’s then Government with the cordial 
concurrence of the then Leader of the 
Opposition (Earl Spencer), whose enforced 
absence all of us so deeply deplore. 
But we were then in the last days 
of the session, and the nomination 
of the members of the Committee was 
not proceeded with, partly on the ground 
| that there was no time for the Committee 











Macedonia. 


345 


to sit, and partly because there was some 
doubt in the minds of the Government 
as to the best mode in which the inquiry 
should be carried out, whether by a 
single or by a Joint-Committee ; and it was 
thought better to postpone the appoint: | 
ment of the Committee until this session. | 


In the ordinary course of things the | 
Committee, having once been agreed to 
by the House, would, no doubt, have 
heen reappointed ; but since then we 
have had great events. There has been 


a dissolution of Parliament and a change | 


of Government, and therefore the Motion 
does not come before you in quite the | 
same circumstances as it otherwise would 
have done. 
the same Motion that was adopted by the 


House last year; and as [ have reason to | 


believe that His Maje-ty’s Government 
are inclined to be as benevolent on this | 
occasion as the late Government were | 
last year, I do not intend to waste your 
Lordships’ time by repeating arguments 
[ have over and over again brought for- 
ward. I shall, therefore, content myself 
with moving the Motion as it stands on 
the Paper. 


I would add, 
down, that some noble Lords seem to 
he under the impression that this 
Committee is to be a sort of Com- 
mittee of Taste to settle the decoration 
of the Houses of Parliament in 
future. This ig an entirely erroneous 
impression. The idea is, in the first 
place, that the Committee should examine 
and schedule those parts of the building 
which are, as I maintain, in the strictest 
sense of the word unfinished. Although 
that unfinished state is less conspicuous 
to us who are familiar with it, it is 
conspicuous enough to foreigners and 
strangers when they visit this Palace. 
The second object of the Committee is 
that they should consider and advise the 
House as to whether, if any works be re- 
commenced at a future time (which must 
be the subject of future consideration) it 
would be better to follow the original 
plan of the Architect, which was that of 
architectural decoration, or the plan of 
the Fine Arts Commission, which was 
that of pictorial decoration. 


Moved, ‘‘ That a Select Committee be 
appointed to inquire and report with 
respect to the unfinished condition of the 


rooms in the Palace of Westminster 


{19 Jur 


3ut I have put down exactly | 


however, before I sit | 
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appropriated to the service of this House, 
and their approaches.” —(Lord Stanmore.) 


| 
| THe Eari.orPLYMOUTH: My Lords, 
E I should like to say one word in support 
of the Motion which has just been moved 
by my noble friend on the Cross Benches. 
| On previous occasions | have, as First 
| Commissioner of Works, given him as 
| sympathetic Answers as I possibly could 
| to the Questions he has asked in this 
| House. Iam afraid, however, that on 
one or two occasions he did not think them 
of very much value, because they were 
| followed by no promise of active assist- 
‘ance tohim in his object ; but, as he has 
i said, at the end of last session the late 


| Government did agree to the appoint- 
| ment of a Committee such as he had in- 
| dicated; and I only rise to say that, 
having always felt great sympathy with 
| his object, I hope His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will agree to the appointment of 
the Committee for which he asks. 


*THe LORD STEWARD oF THE 
HOUSEHOLD (The Earl of Liverroor) : 
My Lords, I am happy to be able to 
inform my noble friend that His Majesty’s 
Government agree to the Motion which 
ihe has submitted, and are willing to 
|sanction the appointment of a Select 
Committee of your Lordships’ House to 
inquire into the matter referred to. 


the | 


On Question, Motion agreed, to and 


ordered accordingly. 


MACEDONIA. 

Lorp NEWTON rose to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether any representations had 
been addressed to the Greek Government 
with reference to recent incursions of 
Greek bands into Macedonia. 





The noble Lord said: My Lords, in 
putting the Question which appears in 
|/my name on the Paper I am happy to 
| think that it will not be necessary for 
| me to occupy the attention of the House 
for more than a few minutes. The 
practice of filibustering in European 
| Turkey has prevailed, practically without 
| intermission, during the past twenty-five 
years. The activity of the countries 
concerned in those operations has been 
regulated almost entirely by _ politi- 
cal or financial considerations ; and the 
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practice is now so well established that 
1t has descended almost into a form of 
international sport, regulated—and I say 
this without exaggerating in the slightest 
—by what I can only term a close season, 
or, to be more correct, two close seasons. 
One of these close seasons is formed by 
the winter, which is so inclement that 
in the Balkan Peninsula it is impossible 
to carry on military operations ; and the 
other is that afforded by the autumn, 
when, in consequence of religious festivi- 
ties and fasts, and the necessity of 
attending to the harvest and so on, there 
is a suspension of operations. These 
close seasons are observed with a con- 
siderable amount of regularity, but during 
the rest of the year the operations I have 
described go on continually. 


There are three nations which take 
part in this practice—Servia, Bulgaria, 
and Greece. On the part of Servia and 
Bulgaria there has recently been a con- 
siderable decrease in activity, for reasons 
which I will not dwell upon at the 
present time. The practice of indulging 
in filibustering expeditions, which are 
sent out for the purpose of burning, 


robbery, extorting money, and com- 
mitting massacres and atrocities of 


various kinds, is pretty much the same 
ineach case. But there is, nevertheless, a 
point of difference. With regard to 
what are known as Bulgarian bands, 
there is this to be said in their favour— 
if it be in their favour at all—that 
they are to a great extent recruited 
in Macedonia itself; they direct their 
operations principally against the Turkish 
authorities and the Turkish Government, 
and therefore they may claim that their 
movement, at all events, has some 
appearance of patriotism. 


3ut the action of the Greek bands, 


though equally detestable, is of a 
somewhat different nature. The action 
of the Greek bands is in reality 


an aggressive warfare against all the 
Christian elements in Macedonia, and it 
is carried on with the object of check- 
ing every national movement except the 
Greek movement. These operations are, 
of course, carried on under methods with 
which we are familiar—methods — of 
assassination, massacre, and so forth, of 
which we read so frequently in the Blue- 
books ; and as for the Greek bands them- 
selves, they differ from those that I have 
already alluded to, because they consist, 


Lord Newton. 
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asa rule, soI am informed, entirely of 
mercenaries, men who are paid a regu- 
lar wage, and who very frequently are 
Cretans ; that is to say, people who 
have nothing whatever to do with 
Macedonia itself. The aims of these 
bands are not military, but, in reality, 
propagandist. The object is to endeavour 
to prove, by most brutal and horrible 
methods, that Macedonia is really a 
Greek district ; and unfortunately they 
appear to think that the best way of 
proving their case is to convert schis- 
matic Exarchists and the other race which 
inhabits that particular part of the world 
—the Kutzo-Vlachs—to the Patriarchate 
by force and by employing these 
detestable methods with which we are 
familiar. Inshort, the object of these 
bands, so far as IT am able to make out, 
is to terrorise the Bulgarians and the 
Kutzo-Vlachs, and to convert them, in 
the eye of the outside world, into Greek 
citizens. It is, in fact, an organised 
system of terrorising the Bulgarians and 
the Kutzo-Vlachs—that is to say, the 
Rumanian element. 


Mucedonia., 


Up to a certain point the action of 


these Greek bands has been, if not 
actually encouraged by the Turkish 


Government, at all events ignored by 
them to a considerable extent. These 
bands leave Greece with extremely little 
pretence at secrecy. I am informed that 
they almost invariably cross at the same 
places, and there is so little mystery 
about their movements that they fre- 
quently get photographed before they 
start. Latterly their activity has con- 
siderably increased, for reasons which I 
am not particularly conversant with, buc 
which possibly have something to do with 
the success attending the festivities at 
Olympia in the early part of this year ; 
and not only has their activity taken the 
form of coercing, robbing, and massacring 
the Greek inhabitants of the provinces 
which they have invaded, but they have 
latterly come in contact with the Turkish 
troops, notably at a place called Greyna. 
This happened to be a_ particularly 
flagrant case, and fortunately we have a 
report upon it from one of the foreign 
gendarmerie officers, Colonel Seymour, 
which Ihave no doubt is in the possession 
of my noble friend. 


I have in my hand a long list of 
various outrages committed during recent 
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months by Greek bands, but this infor- | Papers laid before Parliament from time 
mation is no doubt also in the possession | to time, by the late Government as well 
of the Foreign Office, and I need not | 
|as he is, that the action of these bands 
'has been one of the gravest sources of 


draw particular attention to it. But | 
must add that only to-day [ was informed 
by a Rumanian gentleman, occupying a 
highly responsible position, that the 
Rumanian Government has just received 
intelligence thatno less than five new bands 
have, within the last few days, crossed 
the frontier, and that two of these bands 
consisted of 150 men apiece and the other 
three of seventy men apiece, and that in 
each case they were commanded by 
officers in the Greek Regular Army. 
This is quite sufficient to show the 
state of things which now prevails in 
that country, and as long as it continues 
it appears to me perfectly idle to talk 
about any general reforms taking place 
there. 


These raids and expeditions naturally 
result in equally savage reprisals on the 
part of the races who suffer in con- 
sequence of them, and the length of 
time during which this practice has 
continued—a practice which, I admit, is 


not confined to the Greeks, but has 
been adopted by the neighbouring 


nations—is one which is little short of 
a scandal and a disgrace to Europe. 
{t really is a most disgraceful thing 
that when the Great Powers have 
nominally taken in hand what they 
are pleased to call reforms in Mace- 
donia events of this kind still con- 
tinue. I trust, therefore, that my noble 
friend will be in a position to inform the 
Hlouse that His Majesty’s Government, 
either themselves or in conjunction with 
the other Governments affected, have 
taken decisive steps in order to show the 
way in which they regard occurrences of 
this description, and I hope he will be 
able to assure us that steps will be taken 


to prevent their re-occurrence in the 
immediate future. 
*THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 


STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Lord 
FirzMAURICE): My Lords, my 
friend has detailed to the House, in his 
short but very clear statement, the painful 


condition of affairs in regard tothe action of | 
Those of | 


the Greek bands in Macedonia. 


as by the present Government, are aware, 


difficulty with which the Powers inter- 
ested in the maintenance of peace and 
order in those regions have had to deal. 


I wish I could say that in any respect 
what my noble friend has stated is ex- 
aggerated, but I cannot do so. My noble 
friend bases his statement upon informa- 
tion which is in his possession, as it is in 
that of your Lordships generally, and 
upon his own knowledge and information 
which he has obtained from sources at his 
command, It is not, therefore, necessary 
for me to travel over the painful details 
of this subject. I am glad to be relieved 
of any such duty, because I am sure those 
who have been at the Foreign Office 
recently will confirm me when I say that 
many of the details of this subject are so 
painful, and, as my noble friend has said, 
so horrible, that the eye almost shrinks 
from the paper, and the human voice 
hardly desires to be employed in placing 
before any assembly facts which are of 
the same order as those that lead occa- 
sionally in an English court of justice to 
that process with which those of us who 
are concerned in the administration of 
justice are familiar—namely, the clearing 


'of the court because some evidence is to 


be given which it is not desirable should 
be generally heard. 


The condition of things described by my 
noble friend is undoubtedly grave, and 
His Majesty’s Government recognise that 
it is one with which it is desirable, 
so far the circumstances permit, 
for this country and the other Great 
Powers with whom we act in these 
questions to deal. His Majesty’s repre- 
sentative at Athens has during the last 
months addressed remonstrances 


as 


three 


'to the Greek Government in regard to 
ithe formation of these bands in Greek 


noble | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


your Lordships who have examined the | 


territory, and it has been pointed out 
how materially the difficulties of the 
Great Powers in regard to Macedonia are 
thereby increased. In consequence of 
these remonstrances made by His 
Majesty’s Government and by those of 
other Powers, the Greek Government 
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addressed, towards the end of last | 
month, a communication to all the 
Powers to the effect that the Govern- | 
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ment were taking renewed measures to | 


prevent the Turco-Greek frontier being 
crossed by suspected persons. 


As the activity of the Greek bands in 
Macedonia nevertheless continued, 
has been thought desirable that more 
energetic measures should be taken 
to put a stop to this evil, which, 
as I have stated, was felt to be 
one of the chief causes of the preyail- 
ing unrest and insecurity in the three 
Macedonian vilayets. I may 1emind 
your Lordships that this is also one of 
the reasons which affords to the Turkish 
Government an excuse —a not altogether 
unreasonable excuse—for keeping up, at 


any rate, some portion of that military | 


force, the expense of which weighs down 
the Macedomian Budget. 


My noble friend dealt quite accurately 
with the action of these bands. Their 
activity is especially marked in the dis- 
tricts conterminous with the Greek 
frontier. It was decided by the Powers 
to take concerted action in the matter ; 
and on the 3rd instant a joint verbal 
representation was made to the Greek 
Minister for Foreign Affairs by the 
representatives of the six Powers at 
Athens, with regard to the persistent 
activity of these bands, and the support 
and encouragement which they received 
from the Greek side of the frontier, 


loyal co-operation of the adjoining State | 


in guarding this extended and mountain- 
ous frontier is specially enjoined on 
Greece by Article XIV. of the Treaty of 
Peace with Turkey which concluded the 
late war; and, of course, the obligation 
is reciprocal. It has been pointed 
out that those who organise the bands are 
alienating the best friends of Greece and 
are jeopardising her interests in all other 


directions in pursuit of what may be | 


regarded as an aggressive policy, of which 


itis difficult. to understand the purpose | 


or foresee the end. His Majesty's Govern- 
ment trust that the Government of 
Greece will spare no efforts in putting an 
end to this dangerous condition of affairs. 


House adjourned at Five o'clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
o'clock. 


Lord Fitzmaurice. 


The | 


| The House met at a quarter before 
| Three of the Clock. 


it | 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


| PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lorps] 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 

THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz.:—Tramways Orders 
Confirmation Bill | Lords] ; Electric Light- 
ing Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill 
{Lords]; Electric Lighting Provisional 


Orders (No. 4) Bill | Lords}. 


Ordered, That the Bills 
second time to-morrow. 


be read a 





Ascot District Gas (Electric Lighting, 
Foe Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire 
| Electric Power Bill. Lords Amendments 
| considered, and agreed to. 


| Southport and Lytham Tramroad (Ex- 
| tension of Time) Bill {Lords}. Read the 
| third time, and passed, with Amendments. 
| Cardiff Railway Bill [Lords]. As 
jamended, considered ; Amendments 
| made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


| County of Durham Electric Power 
| Supply Bill [Lords]. As amended, con- 
| sidered ; to be read the third time. 


| Newcastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply 
Bill [Lords]. As amended, considered ; 
| Amendments made; Bill to be read the 
| third time. 

Paisley Gas and Water Provisional 
Order Bill. Considered; to be read the 
third time to-morrow. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. | POISONS AND PHARMACY BILL 
That they have agreed to, Baker Street | [LORDS]. 
and Waterloo Railway Bill, with Amend- | | Petition from Stockport, for alteration ; 
ments. | to lie upon the Table. 


Amendment to Glamorgan and South | 
Wales Water Bill | Lords}. | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Amendments to Newport Corporation | —— 
Bill [Lords]; Cumberland Electricity | ; 
and Power Gas Bill [Lords]; Folkestone | CUSTOMS. 
and District Electricity Supply Bill| Copy presented, of Fiftieth Report of 
{Lords}; Lancashire and Yorkshire Rail-| the Commissioners of Customs for the 
way Bill [Lords]; Warboys (Union of | year ended 31st March, 1906 [by Com- 
Districts) Drainage Bill [Lords], without | mand}; to lie upon the table. 
Amendment. 


CIVIL SE nid ICES (SUPPLEMENTARY 

Hammersmith, City, and North East | ESTIMATES, 1906-7). 

London Railway Bill, That they concur Estimate presented, of the further 
with the Commons in their Message of | sums required to be voted for the Service 
the 5th instant in suspending the | of the year ending 3lst March 1907 [by 
Hammersmith, City, and North East | Command]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
London Railway Bill. be printed. [No, 271.] 


—--— PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(HALF-YEARLY STATEMENTS). 

PETITIONS. Return presented, relative thereto 

[ordered 25th June ; Mr. Lunciman] ; to 

lie open the Table, and to be printed. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | (No. 272.] 
BILL. 
SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 


Petitions against ; from Aikton(three);) 
Benhall ; Brandon; Brinkworth ; Cum- Copies presented, of Orders made by 


rew; Parkeston; Salehurst; Wigton | the Councils of the Borough ot Stockton- 
(two) ; and Wiltshire ; to lie upon. the | on-Tees and of the County Borough of 
Table. | Wigan, and confirmed by ‘the Seeretary 
_of State for the Home De »partment, fixing 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | the Hours of Closing for Barbers’ and 
BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING). Hairdressers’ Shops within the Boroughs 
Petition from Salehurst (two) ; against {by Act|; to lie upon the Table. 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table. | ere 
| TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES)| Copy presented, of Diplomatie and 
ae Mamet ; Consular Report, Annual Series, No. 
Petitions for alteration: from Fors- | 3675 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
brook; and Wreay; to lie upon the | Table. 


Table. 
_ | PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


a ~— ren Caledonian Canal. Copy of One 
_ Petition from Dundee, in favour ; to| pundred and first nope of the Com- 
lie upon the Table. missioners [by Act];. to be printed. 
[No. 273.] 
INFANT LIFE PROTECTION. ; 

Petition from Dartford, for alteration CYPRUS. 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. Return ordered, of all sums paid in the 
year 1905-6 out of the moneys arising 
LICENSING ACTS. from the Revenues of Cyprus, in discharge 


Petition from Carlisle, for alteration of | of the Interest upon the Turkish Loan 
Law ; to lie upon the Table. guaranteed by this country and France in 
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1855; of allthe sums voted by Parlia- 
ment during the year in aid of the 
Administration of Cyprus; and of the 
Surplus remaining over and above the 
payments made, with interest thereon (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
281, of Session 1905).—(Sir Carne Rusch.) 





Questions. 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Non-Pension Watchers’ Wages. 

Mr. MASTERMAN (West Hain, N.) 
To ask the Secretary tothe Treasury 
whether, in dealing with the case of the 
Customs’ watchers, he will give attention 
to the complaints of the non-pensioner 
watchers in regard to their wages ; and 
whether, in view of the fact that for the 
past ten years, with very few exceptions, 
none but pensioners have been appointed 
to this position, he will consider 
possibility of introducing a special measure 
tor dealing with the salary of those 
watchers who have no pensions and whose 
services range from ten to forty years. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The non- 
pensioners and the pensioner watchers are 
engaged on the same duties. It would 
not, therefore, be possible to distinguish 
between them. I have, however, agreed 
to raise the pay of these men, which is at 
present 21s. rising to 24s. a week, to 
24s. a week in every case. 


Russian Duties. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Shottiot, 
Central): To ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs what has been 
the result of the representations, promised 
some months ago, with regard to the 
large increases proposed in the duties 
levied upon British goods entering Russia. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward Grey.) 
The Russian Government have not agreed 
to make any further reductions in their 
customs duties. 


Roumanian Customs Tariff on Syphons. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: To ask the 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
Article 539 of the Roumanian Customs 
Tariff, annexed to the recent Commercial 
Treaty with Great Britain, does not fix 
the duty 


upon british syphons and 
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mineral water bottles, whether coloured 
or not, at four francs per 100 kilos; in 
such case, if he can explain why a duty of 
six francs was recently levied on a con- 
signmnent of fifty-four cases of plain hottles 
from the Phenix and Don Glass Works, 
at Mexborough, in the county of York ; 

and if a refund of the excess duty already 
paid will be insisted upon. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) The 
tariff schedule appended to the recent 
Anglo-Roumanian Commercial Treaty 
does not provide for the rate of the 
Roumanian import duty on syphons and 
mineral water bottles. The rate of four 
frances per 100 kilogrammes, established 
under No. 539 of the Roumanian General 
Tariff, applies to syphons and mineral 
water bottles of capacity not less than 
twenty litres. Those of less capacity pay, 
under No. 540 of the Tariffj‘at a rate of 
six franes per 100 kilos. 


Attack on a British Soldier at Mex. 

Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) ; 
To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he has any information 
to communicate regarding the alleged 
assault upon a British soldier in Alex- 
andria in the early part of the present 
month. 

(Answered hy Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) Thave been informed that a British 
soldier was recently attacked at night by 
Natives while passing through the village 
of Mex, near Alexandria. The object of 
the attack was theft. The soldier was 
pulled off his donkey and kicked in the 
stomach by his assailants, and was left by 
them lying in the road. The principal 
assailant has been identified, and will be 
tried before the ordinary tribunal. 


Murder of a European at Busra. 
Mr. REES: To ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
Arabs who murdered the European agent 
of the firm of Messrs. Lynch, at Busra, 
have been arrested and sentenced. 


(. Answered by Seerctury Sir Eduard 
(frey.) Sixteen persons are implicated in 
the Maaghil outrage. Three have been 
arrested. ‘by the Ottom: un authorities, and 
three by the Sheik of Mohammerah. 
The trial has not yet taken place. 
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Countess of Kingston’s Estate. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork 
County, N.E.): To ask the ChiefSecretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
can state whether the Estates Commis 
sioner’s are now in a position to fix a date 
for the inspection and report upon the 
proposed sale of the Kingston Estate and 
examination of the purchase agreements, 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) I am informed 
that there are before the Estates Com- 
missioners five separate originating appli- 
cations in respect of different portions of 
the Countess of Kingston’s estate. 
Commissioner; do not anticipate that 
their inspector’s reports upon these appli- 


catious will be completed before October | 


next. In three of the cases, in which the 


yurchase agreements were 
| g 


order of priority has not yet come. 


Aughnacloy Police. 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S$.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether many extra 
police were drafted into Aughnacloy, 
county Tyrone, for July 12th; and, if 
so, for what purpose were they sent, and 
at whose expense. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 am in- 
formed by the police authorities that on 
the occasion mentioned an extra force of 
twenty policemen was drafted from other 
countries into Aughnacloy, county 
Tyrone, for the purpose of preserving the 
peace in connection with a large 
demonstration at that place. 
the expense is chargeable on the rates, 


and the other half is borne by the | 


Constabulary Vote. 


Donery Evicted Tenant. 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): To ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- | 


tenant of Ireland whether the Estates 


Commissioners have received an applica- | 


tion for a holding from Mr. James 
Broderick, Donery, Loughrea, an evicted 


tenant, on the Biake Estate ; and whether, | 


seeing that a grass farm belonging to 
Mr. Blake is in the immediate neighbour- 
hood, steps will be taken to try and 
purchase this farm with the object, 
amongst other things, of providing a 
holding for Mr. Broderick 


{19 Jury 1906} 


The | 


lodged in | 
February, 1905, the turn for inspection in | 
J? ’ | 

| 


One half of | 


(Questions. 358 
| (Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that they have 
received Mr. Broderick’s application. 
The Commissioners are in communication 
with Mr. Blake with a view to the 
purchase of the grazing farm referred to, 
and should they purchase it they will 
duly consider the application of the 
evicted tenant in connection with its 
re-sale. 





Cattle Outrage near Loughrea. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) 

| To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
/aware that on July 4th a number of 
| cattle on Mr. Kennedy’s farm at Earls- 
fort, near Loughrea, were turned out 
|into the public road and covered with 
paint or tar, that the veterinary surgeon 
has reported that it is impossible to 
/remove the paint, and that it will be 
| necessary to wait until the hair falls off, 
during which period the cattle will suffer 
great pain; whether the police have 
| arrested the perpetrators of this outrage ; 
/and whether they have any knowledge as 
| to the motive. 


| (Answered by Mr. Bryce.) I am 
|informed by the police authorities that 
on the occasion mentioned three of Mr. 
Kennedy’s cattle were smeared in places 
with green paint, but none of the cattle 
were turned out on the public road. The 
police have no information that a 
veterinary surgeon has seen or reported 
upon the animals. The police have not 
succeeded in tracing the offenders and 
have no knowledge as to the motive. 





Emigration of Stoney Estate Tenants. 
Mr. JOHN O7DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) : 
| To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that, instead of planting poor 
tenants who lived on the Stoney Estate 
on the grazing ranches, the Congested 
Districts Board sent a number of them 
away to America, the cost of whose 
emigration was borne out of the funds of 
that board; that they have grazing 
|lands in their possession which might 
| have been given to these people ; and, if 
| 80, can he state that public funds 
entrusted to this board will not be 
|applied to sending poor people out of 
| the country in future. 
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Questions. 


Bryce.) [am 


informed that the Congested Districts | 


Board did not send any of the tenants on 
the Stoney Estate to America, or in any 
way suggest their emigration. When 
the Board purchased the property, five of 
these tenants had decided to emigrate, 
four of them being unable to work their 
holdings. The Board paid them fifteen 
and a half years purchase for their 
interests as tenants, because they thought 
it better to add their land to other small 
holdings than to allow it to be bought by 
strangers. One of the townlands on the 
estate, which contained from 200 to 300 
acres, was extremely congested, being 
occupied by fifty tenants, each of whom 
held from twenty to thirty separate small 
plots. The Board have arranged to buy 
grazing lands for the benefit of these 
tenants, but have not yet been able to 
distribute them, as the lands have not 


yet been vested in the Board. The | 
grazing was publicly offered by the 


Board, and some tenants took portion of | 


it. The Board have assisted 


emigration from Ireland. 


hever 


Ballinrobe and Claremorris Railway. 

Mr. JOUN O'DONNELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that the 
guarantors for the Ballinrobe and Clare- 
morris Light Railway, in the Ballinrobe 
union and barony of Kilmaine, county 


Mayo, have no representation on the | 


board of directors of that line; that the 


business up to the present has been 


managed by nominees of the Midland | 
Company | 


Great Western Railway 
directors ; if so, why are the guarantors 


deprived of the right to representation ; | 
and what steps are necessary to be taken | 
with a view to having the taxpayers | 


represented on a body that has to deal 


annually with several thousand pounds | 


sterling of the'r money. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) IT am in 


formed that it is the fact that the 
guarantors of the Ballinrobe and Clare- 
morris Light Railway are not represented 
on the board of directors. The board is, 
I am informed, elected annually by the 


shareholders, as provided by the articles | 


of association. The present board 
consists of four gentlemen, one of whom 
is the chairman of the Midland Great 
Western Railway Company. The pre- 
sentment of the grand jury scheduled to 
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the Order in Couneil of 15th May, 1890, 
under which the line was constructed, 
provides for the representation of the 
guaranteeing baronies. For some reason 
which does not appear the Order in 
Council itself does not expressly confirm 
the provision as to the representation of 
these baronies; and I am advised that 
the question whether right to representa- 
tion still exists is not one for the Govern- 
ment to decide. Persons claiming 
representation must be guided by their 
own advisers as to any steps they may 
take in the matter. It may, however, be 
desirable to add that as the line is worked 
/under agreement the Midland Great 
| Western Railway Company for 50 per 
cent. of the gross receipts, the duties of 
the directors with respect to — the 
contributions of the guaranteering rate- 
payers consist mainly in the distribution 
of such moneys among the shareholders. 


Ballinrobe Canal. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
i tentant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been called to the want of communi- 


cation between the district around 
Tourmakeady and Ballinrobe, county 
Mayo: whether he is aware that the 


people from that district who have to 
attend the nearest market town have to 
spend three days in doing so, and have 
to cover a distance of forty Irish miles ; 
that if the canal were completed between 
the town of Ballinrobe and Lough Mask, 
the journey from ‘Tourmakeady to 
3allinrobe could be made in little more 
than an hour; that it would materially 
benefit the people of the town and 
district ; that only a sum of about 
£2,500 is required to complete the work ; 
and, if so, whether he will recommend 
the Congested Districts Board and the 
Agricultural Department to undertake 
| the work jointly, and thereby open up a 
vast tract of country hitherto much 


' neglected. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The question 
of undertaking works for the completion 
of the canal referred to has been con- 
sidered by both the Congested Districts 

3oard and the Department of Agriculture. 
| The cost, however, has been estimated at 
| from four to six times the amount men- 
tioned by the hon. Member, and _ neither 
| the Board nor the Department has funds 
| at its disposal for works of such magnitude. 
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The question is one which persons locally 
interested might possibly, with advantage, 
bring before the Royal Commission on 
Canals when that body visits Ireland. 


Stoney Estate, Newport. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
[Ireland whether he is aware that the Con- 
gested Districts Board purchased the 
Stoney Estate, near Newport, county 
Mayo, over six years ago; that for a 


number of years, although there were | 


some hundreds of acres of grazing lands 
on the estate, these lands were put up for 
competition and bought in by graziers 
from Achill and Ballycroy; that there 
were many tenants on the estate who did 
not own more than two pound’s worth of 
land and were living ina state of poverty 
all those years; and, if so, why did the 
Board not see to their wants instead of 
letting the grazing lands out to persons 
who already had land, and only used this 
place for the fattening of bullocks. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Con- 


gested Districts Board purchased part of | 
the Stoney Estate, six years ago, but | 


could not resell the holdings until they 
had obtained arable land with which to 
enlarge them. The Board have since 
arranged to buy such land, but have not 
yet become legal owners of it. The 
grazing land referred to cannot be distri- 
buted until it is vested in the Board, and 
as the Board have had to pay interest on 
the purchase money, they offered the 
land publicly for grazing. Some of it 
was taken by the tenants. The Board 
have not sold any land to graziers. They 
have had no other object in view than 
the benefit of the tenants, but time is 
necessary for carrying out such extensive | 
changes as those they have in view. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether he is aware that 
Mr. Henry Rk. Vereker, assistant land 
valuer to the Congested Districts Board, | 
Was appointed to carry on negotiations 
for the transfer of the lands on the 
Stoney estate on which he was agent; | 
that he deprived the tenants of that 
estate of the grazing rights on a mountain 
which they enjoyed for many years; 
that he sold 900 acres of that mountain 
to the landlord, Mr. Stoney, for £600 ; 
that he fixed the purchase terms at about 
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thirty-four years purchase on the part of 
the estate which the poorer tenants were 
taking over; and whether, under the 
circumstances, he will advise the Board, 
if not yet too late, to send some dis 
interested valuer there ? 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) Lam informed 
that Mr. Vereker, who is the assistant 
chief land inspector to the Congested 
Districts Board, did not negotiate the 
purchase of the Stoney Estate. Mr 
Vereker did not enter the Board’s service 
until several years after the Board had 
purchased the property. It is not the 
case that the tenants had rights of grazing 
on the mountain land re-sold to Mr. 
Stoney by the Board. The circumstances 
of that re sale, in consideration of which 
the Board were enabled top irchase 
the additional arable land from Mr 
Stoney, are fully stated in my reply to 
the Question of the hon. Member for 
West Mayoon lithJune + Mr Vereker 
has taken no part in the Board’s transac- 
tions in connection with the estate. 


Clanmorris Estate Dispute. 

Mr. JOHN ODONNELL: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to a sworn statement made by 
James Tuohy, a tenant on the Glanmorris 
Estate, setting forth charges against a 
rent oftice clerk, named Good, and his 
son-in-law, named Black, of trying to 


| obtain a portion of land on that estate 
‘fraudulently, and with the intention of 


becoming possessed of public money in a 
manner contrary to the spirit of the Land 
Act of 1903: and, if so, whether he will 
take any steps to have these two men 
arraigned by the public prosecutor, with 
a view to securing the better working of 
the Act and preventing any such attempts 
in future in any other part of Lreland 4 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 have 
received a copy of the sworn statement 
referred to, and a copy has also been 
received by the Estates Commissioners. 
I have already informed the hon. Member 


| that an action at the suit of Lord Clan- 


morris and others has been instituted in 
the Chancery Division with the object of 
compelling the Estates Commissioners to 
sell the land in question to Messrs. Good 
and Black. The question raised by the 
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sworn statement is one which is pertinent 
to the issue to be decided by the Chancery 
Division, and while that action is pending 
it would not be possible for the executive 
Government to consider whether any 
proceedings are called for. 


(Questions. 


Sir John Nugent Humble'’s Estate. 

Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.): Toask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether in reference to 
the originating application for the sale of 
his estate in county Waterford, lodged by 
Sir John Nugent Humble, Mr. Charles 
Nugent Humble, a brother of the vendor, 
is named as a tenant who proposes to 
purchase certain lands on the estate ; 
whether the Estates Commissioners are 
aware that these lands are partly evicted 
lands and partly untenanted lands ‘of 
which Mr. Humble has only recently 
become tenant ; whether the Estates 
Commissioners will have special inquiry 
made by one of their inspectors into 
the claims of the evicted tenants ; 
and whether one of the inspectors has 
already been refused permission by the 
landlord to go on these evicted lands ; 
and, if so, will it be intimated to him 
that his application for advances cannot 
be considered ? 


(Answered by Mr, Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that the origi- 
nating application lodged in respect of 
portion of the estate referred to sets out 
Charles Nugent Humble as the proposed 
purchaser of certain holdings of which he 
is stated to be the tenant. The matter 
will be fully inquired into when the 
estate is being inspected in the ordinary 
course. The Report of the inspector as 
to the evicted tenants has not yet been 
received, and the Commissioners have 
therefore no knowledge of the statements 
alleged in the latter part of the Question. 


Mr. O’'SHEE: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the inspector of the Estates 
Commissioners has already interviewed 
the evicted tenants on the estates of 
Sir John Nugent Humble, the Earl of 
Huntingdon, Mr. R. J. Ussher, and many 
others, in the county of Waterford, and 
ascertained all the facts of their cases ; 
whether the landlords named have all 
lodged originating applications with the 
Estates Commissioners ; and whether they 
or some of them have, notwithstanding, 
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refused permission to the inspector to 
inspect the evicted holdings and unten- 
anted lands; and, if so, what action the 
Kstates Commissioners propose to take 
as regards their applications for advances, 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that their 
inspectors have inquired into the cases of 
evicted tenants on some of the estates 
mentioned, but such reports as have been 
received have not yet been considered by 
the Commissioners, and no decision has 
been arrived at with regard to these cases. 
The Commissioners have no information 
that the landlords have refused the 
inspectors permission to inspect evicted 
farms and untenanted lands. Until the 
facts are fully before them the Commis- 
sioners are unable to state what decision 
they may arrive at in respect of applica- 
tions for advances. 


Mr, O'SHEE: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
what was the amount of the advance made 
under the Land Purchase Acts prior to 
1900 by the Land Commission to Charles 


Nugent Humble for the purchase of a 
holding or holdings on the estate of his 


brother, Sir John Nugent Humble, in 
county Waterford; whether the Land 
Commissioners differed in opinion as to 
the propriety of making such advance ; 
and whether there was an appeal from 
the decision of the Commissioner who first 
decided on the application for the 
advance. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) In the year 
1895 the Land Commission advanced to 
Mr. C. N. Humble sums amounting 
to £2,823 for the purchase of six holdings 
on the estate of Sir John Nugent Humble. 
Full particulars of these advances are 
given at page 62 of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 278 of that year. The Land Com- 
missioner who first heard the case refused 
to sanction the advances, but this decision 
was reversed on appeal I understand 
that the case is fully reported in the Trish 
Law Times Reports. 


Woodroffe Estate, Lismore. 

Mr. O’'SHEE: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the untenanted lands on the 
Woodroffe estate, near Lismore, have yet 
been offered for sale to the Estates Com- 
missioners ; if not, will they communicate 
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with Messrs. Dobbyn and MeLevy, 
Gardiner Street, Dublin, who have 


carriage of sale; whether the Estates 
Commissioners have agreed to purchase 
the Parker Estate untenanted lands at 
Janeville, near Tallow ; and, if not, in 
view of the fact that their inspector was 
arranging more than a year ago for the 
allocation of this land, can he state the 
cause of delay. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that the Wood- 
roffe Estate has not been offered for sale 
to them, but they will communicate on 
the subject with the firm of solicitors 
named. The Commissioners intend shortly 
to make an offer to the Land Judge for the 
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purchase of the Parker Estate, and if their | 
offer should be accepted a scheme for the | 
distribution of the untenanted lands will | 
he prepared without delay. 


Guns for the Volunteers. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether orders have been given 
for the conversion into quick-firers of the 
old artillery 15-pounder guns for use by 
the Volunteers ; if so, what is the number | 
of guns to be converted ; what will be | 
the cost of conversion, including cost of 
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ammunition ; when will the guns be in 
the hands of the Volunteers ; and if these 
weapons will tulfil all requirements in 
point of range, trajectory, velocity, and 
penetration, in the event of invasion. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
Until the trials now being carried out 
with a converted 15-pounder gun are 
completed, it will not be possible to settle 
the design. I am not, therefore, able at 
present to give any reply to the Question. 


Army Wastage. 

Str CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) : To ask the Secretary ef State for 
War what was the actual waste from all 
causes in 1904 and 1905 respectively of 
the following battalions: 2nd Battalion 
West Riding Regiment, Ist Battalion 
Scottish Rifles, 1st Battalion Royal Sussex 
Regiment, and Ist Battalion Devonshire 
Regiment ; and what proportion of the 
wastage in each case was due to the 
passage to the first class Army Reserve 
of men enlisted for three years only. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 

The wastage from all causes, including 
men transferred to other battalions or 
corps, was as follows :— 





Year ending 30th September 


1904. 


Wastage. 


2nd West Riding - acl 164 

Ist Scottish Rifles - - | 196 
| 

Ist Royal Sussex - = 96 

160 


Ist Devonshire — - - | 





Year ending 30th September 
1905. 


Three years 
men trans- 
ferred to 
Reserve. 


Three years 
men trans- 
ferred to 
Reserve. 


WV astage. 


1 180 16 
None 2t3 37 

6 163 None 
None 128 | 1 








Coldstream Guards. 

Sik SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the various arrangements 
involved in the decision of the Govern- 
ment to despatch the condemned battalion 
of Coldstream Guards to Egypt will be 
amounced before the end of the session. 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 1 
cannot undertake at present to say 
whether the matters mentioned can be 
announced before the end of the session. 


Volunteers and Naval Fortresses. 

Sir SAMUEL SCOTT: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War what propor. 
tion of the 149,000 Volunteers told off 
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under his scheme for the defence of naval 
fortresses and for protection against raids 
are to be detailed for the first and second 
purposes, respectively. 


Questions. 


(Answered hy Mr. Seere tary Tlaldane.) 
These figures are confidential and cannot 
therefore be given to the hon. Baronet. 


Volunteer Camps. 

Sm SAMUEL SCOTT: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, now | 
that the Volunteer Field Army Brigades 
will cease to exist after the current finan- 
cial year, it is intended to compel Volun- | 
teer battalions willing to train in camp 
for fifteen days to train for only seven 
days. 





| 
| 
| 
| 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
I am unable, at the present time, to give 
any information as to the future training 
of the Volunteer force. 





British Army in India. 

Sm CARNE RASCH: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War what is the 
proportion of guns to men in India, 
including British and Indian troops. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Haldane.) 
It is not considered expedient in the 
interests of Imperial defence to publish 
the information for which the hon. and 
gallant Member asks. 


Reduction of the Army. 

Lorp J. JOICEY-CECIL = (Lincoln- 
shire, Stamford): To ask the Secretary 
of State for War if directions have already 
been given to proceed with the disband- 
ment of regular troops. 
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instant. It is not proposed to order him 
to return at present. 


Troops Ready for Mobilisation. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
What was the total Army Reserve of the 
infantry of the line available for mobilisa- 
tion in 1899, after deducting sick and other 
casualties ; how many battalions, if any, 
went out short of their full establishment ; 
and how many line infantry men of the 


| first-class Army Reserve remained ayail- 
jable for supplying waste after the bat- 


talions had been mobilised. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
45,338 reservists of infantry of the line 
were available for mobilisation, after 
deducting medically unfit for service 
abroad and men abroad or at sea. Fifty- 
five battalions went out below full estab- 
lishment ; in fourteen of these the deficit 
was less than thirty, and in seventeen 
cases drafts had very recently been 
furnished to India. It must be remem- 
bered also that Section ‘ D” could not be 


called out in the earlier stages of the 


mobilisation. 16,000 remained available 
after the battalions had mobilised, and 
this number was sent out to South Africa, 


Reservists. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War what is 


ithe number of reservists which will be 


furnished by 148 battalions of the line on 
an establishment of 750 men per battalion 
enlisted for seven years with the colours 
and five years with the reserve. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Haldane.) 


| Assuming that the right hon. Gentleman 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) | 
The reply is in the negative. 


General Bullock. 

Mr. MacVEAGH (Down, 8.) To ask | 
the Secretary of State for War whether | 
the Commander-in Chief of the Army of | 
Occupation in Egypt, General Bullock, | 
left Egypt for Europe about a week ago 
upon a three months’ furlough; and | 
whether, in view of the prevailing unrest | 
in Egypt, he will be asked immediately, | 
or, if not, how soon to return to his post. | 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Haldane.) | 
This officer arrived in England on three | 
months’ leave of absence on the 9th | 


is referring to the new establishments for 
the Colonies as outlined in my speech on 
Army Estimates, the figures for the 
Reserve taking a Home establishment of 
805 non-commissioned officers and men 
(i.., 750 rank and file), would be almost 
63,900 in the normal. The Home estab- 
lishment, however, proposed in my speech 
was 775 non-commissioned officers and 
men (i.e, 720 rank and file), and the 
ealenlated reserve for this would be about 
62,900. 


Artillery Volunteers. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he will now give effect to the decision of 
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the Army Council, arrived at in 1905, 
and reversed in 1906, and will convert 
the Lanark Artillery Volunteers and the 
4th West Riding of Yorkshire (Sheffield) 
Artillery Volunteers into field batteries, 
organised in the manner approved by the 
Army Council and agreed to by the com- 
manding oflicers of the corps concerned ; 
and whether he will further give effect to 
the decision of the Army Council to supply 
the corps with the Ehrhardt quick-firing 
guns in licu of the obsolete 16-pounder 
guns with which they are at present 
armed, 


(Answered hy Mr, Secretary Haldane.) 
Tam not at present in a position to make 
any definite statement in regard to the 
future organisation of any particular 
Volunteer corps. The time for a final 
settlement has not yet arrived. As 
regards guns, as I have already informed 
the House, trials with a converted 15- 
pounder gun are now proceeding, and no 
decision has therefore been reached. 


Japanese Army 

Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): To 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that Japan, our ally, is increasing 
her Army at the time that the English 
Government proposes to reduce the 
numbers of the English Army ; whether 
the Indian Government has been consulted 
on the question of this reduction ; and 
whether it is, under the circumstances, 
in accordance with the terms of our 
agreement with Japan. 


(Answered by Mr, Seeretary Haldane.) 
The matters mentioned by the hon. 
Member cannot be properly dealt with 
in an Answer to a Question. I must, 
however, point out that the addition to 
the Japanese Army was made during the 
war and has been since retained ; and 
that as regards India there has been no 
reduction in the garrison of that country. 


Committee on a Territorial Army. 
Mr. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Stafford- 
shire, Handsworth): To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War when the Report 
of the Committee which is inquiring into 
the formation of a territorial Army is 
likely to be issued. 


(Answered by Mr, Seerctary Haldune.) 
A considerable period is likely to elapse 
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Committee concludes its 
deliberations, and Iam not, therefore, at 
present able to give any information 
regarding its recommendations. 


Denshawi Sentences. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether his attention 
has been directed to the publication of 
a page of photographs of the Denshawi 
hangings and floggings: will he say why 
were persons allowed by the authorities 
to take photographs of punishments in- 
tended as measures of discipline for the 
Native population; were the photo- 
graphers authorised directly or indirectly 
to take such photographs by the civilians 
or military men charged with the super- 
intendence of these hangings and_ flog- 
gings; were the persons who took the 
photographs civilians or military men ; 
under what circumstances and for what 
purpose were these photographs taken, 
and what is the explanation, if any, for 
their appearance in an English illustrated 
paper ; and whether directions will be 
issued forbidding in the future the taking 
of photographs. 


(Answered hy Edward 
Grey.) Ihave no information as to the 
circumstances under which the photo- 
graphs were taken. All spectators were 
kept at a considerable distance from the 
scene of the executions by a cordon of 
police, with the exception of the members 
of the Press, who were on the public 


Secie tary Sir 


road, The authorities had no responsi- 
bility either for the taking of the 


photographs or their publication. 


Russian Government and Mr. Geddes. 

Sir W. EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he has any further information 
regarding the case of Mr. Geddes, whose 
claim for compensation from the Russian 
Government has been under consideration 
for several months. 


(Answered hy Edward 
Givy.) His Majesty’s Government are 
still in communication with the Russian 
Government on the subject, who have 
referred to their authorities in the Far 
East in order that supplementary informa- 
tion respecting the case may be obtained 
and a further inquiry held. 


Secretary Sir 
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Manchester Police. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether, in view 
of the many charges made against the 
Manchester police, he will advise the 
withholding of the Government grant 
towards the maintenance of the police 
until such time as these charges have 
been satisfactorily explained, or will he 
order a Home Office inquiry into the 
Manchester police affairs, similar to the 
one held in 1897, which forms a prece- 
dent. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
The charges which were made against 
the Manchester police were the subject 
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‘to the pressure of work 


of an inquiry held in March of last year | 
by the police authority of the borough, | 


I know of no 
for any further inquiry, and 


the Watch Committee. 
reason 


certainly of none for the withholding of | 


the Government grant. 


Salford Council School Fees. 


Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.): To ask | 7). ; : 
a See ees, HT: ak | officer, a reply was sent stating that it 


the President of the Board of Education 
what answer has been returned to the 
application of the Salford Education 
Committee (dated 20th June ultimo), 


for permission to charge fees in the new | 


council school in Devonshire Street, 


Higher Broughton ; and whether he has | 


received a resolution passed by a well- 
attended meeting of the inhabitants 
strongly protesting against the proposal. 


(Answered hy Mr. Birrell.) The case 
is still under consideration and the Board 
are awaiting the reply of the local 
education authority to certain questions. 


Register of Teachers. 
Sin G. KEKEWICH (Exeter): To 
ask the President of the Board of Eduea- 
tion whether he contemplates establishing, 
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consequent 
on the preparation of the annual Ksti- 
mates, considerable overtime has been 
worked by the staff in the Naval Store 
Oftice, at Devonport Dockyard, and that, 
unlike other departments in the public 
service, no payment is made for this 
extra attendance; and whether some 
recognition can be made for this extra 
labour. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
It appears from the monthly returns 
received from Devonport that the total 
extra attendance since the beginning of 
the year has been less than one hour 
per man, and no reason is therefore seen 
for any special payment. 


Chorlton Relieving Officer. 

Dr. SHIPMAN (Northampton): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he will explain why, in 
answer to a letter from the Chorlton 
Board of Guardians asking whether the 


| Local Government Board would sanction 


the appointment of a woman as relieving 


was undesirable in ordinary circumstances 
that the appointment should be held by 
a woman, 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) In 
reply to an inquiry from the clerk, stated 
to be made for his personal information, 


ithe Local Government Board informed 


him that they had in one or two ex- 
ceptional cases assented to the appoint- 


| ment of a woman as relieving officer, but 


that they thought it undesirable in 
ordinary circumstances that the appoint- 
ment should be held by a woman. Their 
reason for this view is that there are 


‘some duties devolving on a relieving 


by Order in Council or otherwise, any | 


general register of teachers in place of 
the present register. 


(Answered hy Mr, Birrell.) 1 am not 


prepared to make any statement at | 


present on the matter. 


Overtime at Devonport Dockyard. 
Sm JOHN BENN (Devonport) 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that, owing 


of 


officer, such, for instance, as those in 
connection with lunatics, which, in the 
opinion of the Board, cannot be satis- 
factorily performed by a woman. 


Vagrancy. 

Mr. BRODIE (Surrey, Reigate): To 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he can see his way 
to furnish a list of the recommendations 
the Departmental Committee on 
Vagrancy which can be carried into 
effect by administrative action and with- 
out legislation ; and whether he will give 
the number, if any, of these recommenda- 
tions which have been adopted by his 
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Department, and which of those not yet | 
carried into effect it is his intention to 
adopt. 


(Answered by Mr, John Burns): The 
main recommendation of the Committee 
is to the effect that the police should be- 
come the authority to deal with vagrants 
instead of the guardians. Their other 
recommendations, so far as relates to 
matters with which I am concerned, so 
largely depend on their main recommen- 
dation that, until it is settled whether 
this should be adopted, it is scarcely 
possible to say how they should be effec- 
ted, nor would it seem worth while to 
attempt to deal with them. As I have 
already stated, I am in communication 
with my right hon. friend the Home 
Secretary on the subject of the recom- 
mendations of the Committee. 


Supervisors of Inland Revenue. 

Mr. SNOWDEN (Blackburn) : To ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury if he has 
any further information to give in regard 
to arrangements for examinations for 
candidates for supervisorships of Inland 
Revenue ; and can he say if in the future 
the examinations will be held at regular 
periods of which adequate notice will be | 
given. 





(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) Provided 
the Board of Inland Revenue are satisfied 
that the proposals would be agreeable to 
the service as a whole the following 
arrangements for the examination of 
candidates for the post of supervisor can 
be made :—(a) The examinations to be 
held once a year ; (b) Such examinations | 
to be between Ist November and Ist 
March ; (c) Four months notice of the 
approximate date of the examination to be 
given. 





| 

Trade Union Reports on Unemployment. | 

Mr. SNOWDEN : Toask the President | 

of the Board of Trade if he will state the | 

names of the trade unions which gave 

reports in regard to unemployed members 
for the month of May last. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George.) I 
regret that Iam unable, without the con- | 
sent of the 272 trade unions, which make 
monthly returns of employment to the | 
Board of Trade, to disclose the names of | 
these societies. I shall be happy, how- 
ever, to furnish the hon. Member, if he | 
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desires it, with any general information in 
my power as to the groups of trades 
represented by these unions, 


Great North of Ireland Railway Delay 

Mr. MACVEAGIL: To ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether the 
attention of the Great Northern Railway 
of Ireland and Messrs. G. and J. Burns, 
of Glasgow, will be called to the incon- 
venience caused to the travelling public 
by the failure of the train from Derry due 
in Belfast at 3.40 p.m. to arrive in time 
to enable passengers to travel by the 
steamer “ Viper” to Glasgow, which sails 
at + p.m.; whether he is aware that the 
new steamer has a greater speed than its 
predecessor and could therefore sail later ; 
whether he is also aware that the train 
generally arrives late ; and whether, in the 
public interest, he will represent to these 
companies the advisability of running the 
train and the steamer in connection. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-G orge.) I 
am communicating the hon. Member’s 
(Question to the railway company for their 


| observations, and will acquaint him with 


the result. 


Great Eastern Railway Sidings. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
.): To ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is aware that the Great 
Eastern Railway Company disregard the 
provisions of The Railways (Private 
Sidings) Act, 1904, and The Railway and 
Canal Trattie Act, 1894, by refusing to 
allow private sidings to be connected with 
their system until the traders requiring 
such sidings sign an agreement to contract 
themselves out of the benefits of Section 
t of the last-mentioned Act; and what 
steps he proposes to take in the matter. 


(Answered hy Mr. Lloyd-George.) Com- 
plaint has been made to the Board of 
Trade that such a provision is required in 
sidings agreements by the railway 
company in question, and the Board are 
in communication with the company 
thereon. In the event of an amicable 
settlement not being reached the matter 
seems one in which the complainants have 
their legal remedy. No case has yet been 
decided by the courts under the first of 
the two Acts mentioned by my_ hon. 
friend, and the result of any litigation 
thereunder will be carefully watched by 
the Board. 

O 
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Railway Companies’ Capital. 

Mr. HYDE (Wednesbury) : 'To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether, 
to facilitate the placing of the share 
capital of new railway companies, and 
having regard to the fact that 25 per 
cent. Consols are under 8&8, he would 
propose the alteration of Standing Order 
167, sub-section 1, whereby interest at the 
rate of not exceeding 3 per cent. may be 
paid out of capital by railway companies 
during construction (which rate was fixed 
by amendment of the Standing Order 
on the 12th August, 1896, when 2? per 
cent. Consols were about 110), so that 
such rate of interest may be restored to 
not exceeding 4 per cent. (at which rate 
it was fixed by Standing Order on the 
6th June, 1883, when 3 per cent. Consols 
were at par); and whether he would be 
prepared to receive a deputation on the 
subject. 


(A NSWETE d hy Mr. Lloyd-George 2 I will 
communicate with the Chairman of Ways 
and Means and with the Lord Chairman 
of Committees on this subject, and will 
let the hon. Member know the result. 


Carnarvon Castle. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley) : To ask the First Commissioner 
of Works if it is proposed to carry out 
work of restoration at Carnarvon Castle. 


(Answered by Mr. Hurcourt.) Works 
of restoration have been going on for 
some years past at Carnarvon Castle. — I 
am conferring with the Constable of the 
castle, Sir John Puleston, as to the 
further works which may be necessary 
for the preservation of the fabric. 


Liquor Trade in the Madras Presidency. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): ‘To ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he is aware that 
two additional shops for the sale of im- 
ported liquors have recently been opened 
in the towns of Gooty and Uravakonda, 
in the Madras Presidency, and_ that 
another shop has been transferred to an 
objectionable site in the village of 
Guntakul in the same district ; whether 
the collector has disregarded the protests 
of the inhabitants against the opening of 


these shops ; and whether, after inquiry, | 
he will give instructions to the Board of | 


Revenue to withhold its sanction to these 
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extra facilities, in accordance with the 


declared policy of the Government. of 
India, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley ) In 
the Madras Presidency, as elsewhere, the 
rule is in force that the licensing authority 
shall give due weight to local opinion in 
deciding questions of this nature. [am 
not acquainted with the cireumstances to 
which my hon, friend refers, but | have 
no reason to suppose that the rule which 
the local government has laid down is 
disregarded by its officers, and I am not 
disposed to interfere with the disere- 
tionary authority which by the law vests 
in the Board of Revenue. 


Lambert Estate, Athenry. 

Mr. DUFFY : To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the police authorities have in- 
structed the police to visit the houses of 
tenants on the Lambert Estate, Athenry, 
threatening the occupiers with certain 
proceedings if they do not pay rent at 


once to the Courts. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 am in- 


formed that the police authorities have 


given no such instructions, and are not 
aware of any circumstances which atlord 
ground for the suggestion. 


Feagh National School, Newbliss. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can state what length of 
service has Mr. kh. I. McCurdy, of Feagh 
national school, Newbliss, county Mona- 
ghan, given under the National Board of 
Education ; if MeCurdy’s school records 
show that he has given good and eflicient 
service up to 1900 under the old results 
system; how many bad reports has he 
received from the inspector since 1900 ; 
and if compulsorily retired what are 
MeCurdy’s pension rights. 


(Answered by Mr, Bryce.) 1 am in- 
formed by the Commissioners of National 
Edueation that Mr. McCurdy has been a 
national school teacher since January, 
1876, and has therefore had thirty anda 
half years service. It has been decided 
to withdraw salary from him as principal 
teacher from 31st inst. Mr. MeCurdy’s 
records do not show that he gave good 
and efficient service up to 1900, Prior 
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to that date he was reprimanded or ad- 
monished on several occasions, and atten- 
tion was repeatedly drawn to the in- 
efficiency of his teaching. Since 1900 
he has received three bad reports from 
the inspector. Mr, McCurdy is not being 
compulsorily retired. He will still be 
eligible for appointment as an assistant 
teacher. 


Mountain Batteries in India. 

Sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether it is 
proposed to maintain mountain batteries 
anywhere except in India; what steps 
are to be taken for training drafts for the | 

3ritish mountain batteries, 


(Answered by Mr, Secretury Huldune.) 


It it not at present proposed to maintain | 
India. | 


Drafts will, as heretofore, be sent from | 


mountain batteries except in 


garrison companies at Home and_ be 
trained in India. 


Army Stations. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War what changes 
have been made, or are to be at 
made, in the force to be kept at the | 
stations named in Statements (2) and (3) | 
by the late Secretary of State for War 
on April 15th, 1904. 


(Answered by Mr. Seeretury Haldane.) 
Iam not at present able to state the de- 
tailed changes which will have to be 
made in the disposition of the Scuth 
African garrison to which the Question 
alludes. 


General Staff. 

Sirk ROBERT HOBART (Hampshire, | 
New Forest): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether the establishment | 
of the general statf of the Army has now 
been fully settled ; and w hether he will 
give, in the form of a Return or otherwise, 
the number and names of: the officers ap- 
pointed to join the general staff, together 
with the regulations affecting their 
appointment. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretury Haldane.) 


It is hoped that an Army Order announc- | 
ing the formal organisation of the general | 


staff and containing the regulations for 
the discharge of its duties will be issued 
at an early date. 
officers will be shown in the Army List. 
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War Stores Scandals. 

sin ROBERT HOBART: To ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, on 
the tea thi of the evidence now being 
taken by the Royal Commission on the 
scandals connected with the loss of war- 
like stores in and after the late South 
African War, he will give directions that 
a similar inquiry should be made into 
the scandals connected with the Remount 
Department, and the Josses and waste of 
horses both by land and sea, and the re- 
sponsibility of all the officers concerned. 





‘Answered by Mr. Seeretury Haldane.) 
A full inquiry was held on the adminis- 
| tration of the Army Remount Department 
| during the South African War, and the 
| Report was published in 1902. I do not 
| think any further inquiry is necessary. 


Yealm Fishery, South Devon. 

Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether he is aware that the fishing 
grounds of the fishermen resident at the 
|mouth of the Yealm, South Devon, are 
being very seriously injured and cireum- 
scl ribed by the discharges of mud and 
‘refuse from the Hamoaze by hoppers be- 

‘longing to His Majesty's Dockyard, 

| Devonport, and by other barges working 
| in connection with the dockyard construe- 
| tion contracts in Devonport ; and whether 
| he will consider the possibility of stopping 
}a practice which is reducing the fishing 
'ground in area, and is damaging the 
| interests of a number of fishermen. 


| (Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
The Admiralty were not aware of any 
such injury as that described being Gone 
to the fishing grounds, and until the hon. 
| Member’s Question no complaint has 
been received since the depositing ground 
was changed to suit the convenience of 


fishermen in 1894. Inquiry, however, 
is being made, and the result will be 


communicated to the hon. Member as 
sarly as practicable. 


anctint comet 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


H.M.S. ‘‘ Montagu.” 

| Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): I beg 
/to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
how much has approximately been spent 
| to date on the salvage operations for the 


O02 








379 


(Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


(uestions. 380 


floating of H. M.S. “ Montagu” ; and what | villagers in India than murderers are to 
proportion this sum bears to the estimated | the police in Europe 4 


value of the damaged ship when floated. 


Tur CIVIL LORD or THe ADMIR-. 


ALTY (Mr. LAMBERT, Devonshire, South 
Molton) : Operations are still in progress 
and it is impossible to make any state- 
ment on this subject at present. 


Cocaine Consumption in Delhi. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside): On behalf on the hon. 
Member for West Denbighshire, I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the spead of the cocaine habit among all 
classes of the population of the city of 
Delhi; and whether he will cause inquiry 
to be made into the subject, with a view 
to the prohibition of the common. sale of 
the drug in India. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Morey, Montrose 
Burghs): The traflie in the drug has 


already been placed under restrictions in 
provinces where there was evidence of 
extensive and improperuse. The Punjab 
Excise Commissioner in his latest Report 
has stated that in Delhi the habit is not 
at all widespread. ‘The local Government 
may, I think, be trusted to adopt such 
precautions as may be necessary. 


Rewards for Tiger Slaying. 
*\IR. REES (Montgomery Bor ughs) : [ 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 


India whether, in view of the fact that 
man-eaters are rare exceptions among 
tigers, and that others of the species 
cause no loss and danger to human life, 
he will consider the propriety of referring 
to the Government of India the question 
of the indiscriminate offer of rewards, 
in order 
slaughterers destroy these animals 


Mr. MORLEY: I am afraid that I 
cannot promise to address the Goverment 
of India in the sense suggested by the 
hon. Member, nor should I expect them to 
share his views on the subject of the pre- 
servation of tigers. 


*Mr. REES: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that a differential tariff on 
tigers is an exceedingly simple thing, as 


to gain which professional | 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Indian Military Expenditure. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): [ beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India what sum 
out of the increase of military expenditure 
accorded by the late Viceroy in Council 
to the Commander-in-Chief was for 
acquisition of land, for buildings, water 
supply, and otherwise in connection with 
proposed new military advanced stations 
at Mastung, and in the Kurram ; whether 
difficulties connected with water supply 
and also with probable effect on recruit- 
ing have caused the abandonment of the 
Mastung, Kurram, and any other such 
proposals, and what saving has thereby 
been effected and to what new services 
applied ; whether any saving is likely to 
be effected on the total amount of the 
military expenditure of India as increased 
by the redistribution scheme; and how 
the defence expenditure of India in the 
present year compares with that contem- 
plated by the late Viceroy in Council in 
agreeing to the redistribution and re- 
organisation schemes of the Commander- 


in-Chief. 


Mr. MORLEY: The proposals sub- 
mitted by the Commander-in-Chief to the 
late Governor-General in Council included 
the establishment of a cantonment at or 
near Mastung, at a cost roughly estimated 
at about £150,000. It is now thought, 
after further examination of the country, 
that a better site for the proposed can- 
tonment has heen found at Baleli, about 
ten miles north-west of Quetta; but the 
Government of India await the com- 
pletion of further inquiries before sub- 
mitting detailed proposals, and I cannot 
say whether any saving is expected to 
result. The creation of a military station 
in the Kurram has never been proposed. 
Tam not at present ina position to say 
what saving, if any, it will be possible to 
effect in the near future in the total 
military expenditure of India, Lam now 
corresponding with the Government of 


| India on the subject, and some points 


man-eaters are far better known to the! 


will be considered in the Defence Com- 
mittee. A considerable ultimate saving 
is expected to result from the recent 
reorganisation and redistribution, and | 
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may mention that, as regards special | 
measures connected with reorganisation, 
the Government of India propose — to 
spend during the current year £600,000 
less than under previously sanctioned 
arranzements they might do. Apart 
from this, the estimated military expendi- 
ture of India for 1906-07 is virtually the 
same as this contemplated by the Govern- 
ment of India when agreeing to Lord 
Kitchener's proposals, 


Partition of Bengal. 

Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, having regard to the protests 
throughout British India, respecting the 
partition of Bengal, calling for the resti- 
tution of the stutus quo, or a modification 
of the partition, and in view of the dis- 
satisfaction generally with the actions of 
the Lieutenant-Governor of Eastern Ben- 
gal and Assam in respect to the orders 
issued by him, and his neglect or refusal 
to carry out in full the directions of the 
Secretary of State, steps will be taken 
to ensure that compliance is accorded to 
the pledges given to the House. 


Mr. MORLEY: When the situation 
described in the Question arises, my hon. 
friend will not find me slow to take such 
stops as may appear to me to be war- 
ranted by the facts. 


Salt Tax. 

sir W. EVANS GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India what is the 
present amount of the salt tax now in 
foree in India per pound expressed in 
English currency ; whether it is now 
lower than it has ever been before; 
whether, owing to the recent reduction 
of the tax, the consumption has increased ; 
if so, by how much; and whether the 
saving per head of the labouring classes 
wnounts to about one day’s average wage 
per month, 
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mined. If the average consumption per 
head be taken at ten pounds per annum, 
the saving in duty is 2d. per head per 
annum, 


Poppy Industry in Baroda. 

Sir W. EVANS GORDON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the poppy is cultivated in the 
Native State of baroda in order to pro- 
vide opium for the subjects of the 
Gaekwar ; and whether that State enjoys 
an opium monopoly similar to the mono- 
poly of British India. 


Mr. MORLEY: The Answer to both 
(Juestions is in the affirmative. 


Opium in the Nizam’s Territory. 

Sir W. EVANS GORDON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether His Highness the Nizam, in 
whose territory opium is not now culti- 
vated, regularly imports opium into his 
State in order to meet the consumption 
of the drug by his subjects ; and can he 
state what quantity during the last year 
for which figures are available. 


Mr. MORLEY : I understand that the 
arrangements described in the Report 
of the Royal Commission on opium are 
maintained. The Nizam’s Government 
does not itself import opium, but grants 
licences to dealers to import it, subject 
to the payment of duty, from Native 
States in Central India. In the five 
years ending October, 1898, the average 
annual import was 282 chests, of 120 lb. 
each. No later figures are available. 


British Indians in Natal. 

Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India whether 
he is aware that the Government of India 
complained of the treatment of His 
Majesty's Indian subjects by the Govern- 


| ment of the late Transvaal Republic ; and 


| that these complaints were endorsed by 


Mr. MORLEY : In India, exclusive of 
Burma, the duty is now a little over a | 
farthing a pound. In Burma it is, and 
has been for some time past, about three- 
fourths of a farthing. ‘lhe duty in India 
has never before been so low. ‘The con- 
sumption has increased since March, 1903, 
by upwards of 11 per cent. The amount 


of the saving to the labouring classes in | 


India proper cannot be accurately deter- 


the advisers to Her late Majesty ; and 
whether the Government of India is 
aware that at present an Indian subject 
of His Majesty is treated in the Transvaal 
as a native, in order to exclude him from 
the franchise and not as a native in order 
to prevent him from buying land ; and 
what steps the Government of India 
proposes to take to defend the interests 
of His Majesty’s Indian subjects. 
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Mr. MORLEY: I am aware of the 
facts stated. I have no doubt that the 
Government of India, who are also aware 
of the facts, will continue to take all steps 
within their power to improve the position 
of the Indian population in the Transvaal, 
and [shall not fail to support them. 
But the subject, as my hon. friend knows, 
presents great difficulties. 


Poppy Cultivation in India. 

Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, in order to reduce the area 
under poppy cultivation in India, in 
accordance with the Resolutions of this 
House and the assurances of successive 
Governments, he will direct the Govern- 
ment of India to adopt the simple plan of 
gradually reducing the number of permits 
to cultivators, and at the same time 
reducing the price paid to them for the 
raw opium. 


Mr. MORLEY: As I stated in this 
House on the 17th instant,+ Lam in com- 
munication with the Viceroy as to the 
area for which licences should be granted 
in the coming season. As for the second 
expedient of my hon, friend, I hardly see 
why if the cultivator has a permit he 
should not be allowed a fair price. 


The Swadeshi Movement. 

*Mr. KEES: I beg toask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether his 
attention has been called to the fact 
that the publication of a Black - book 
is announced in Bengal in which the 
names are to be published of Bengalis 
and other prominent Indians who have 
identified themselves with the anti- 
Swadeshi, and have opposed the anti- 
partition movement ; and whether he will 
inquire and take such steps as may be 
proper and possible to protect Govern- 
ment servants from such intimidation for 
acts done in the performance of official 


duty. 


Mr. MORLEY : [have seen a reference 
in an Indian newspaper to the preparation 
of a so-called “ Black-book ” ; but [do not 
think, at present, that special orders are 
required, ‘The local Government. will no 
doubt keep in view the necessity of 
protecting public servants from intimi- 
dation, 
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Protestant Services in Malta. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, $.): I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he has communicated with 
the Governor of Malta with the view of 
his permission being granted, when neces- 
sary, for Protestant services to be held 
in the theatre under his control ; and, if 
so, with what result. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): The 


Secretary of State has communicated 
with the Governor on this question, and 
the Governor has reported that the 
Opera House is usually let for a term 
of years to an impresario, and while it 
is so let, no meeting of any kind can be 
held without the consent of the lessee. It 
happened that when the Scottish Church 
Mission applied for the use of the Opera 
House one lease had just expired and 
the new lessee had not yet entered upon 
his tenancy. The Opera House has now 
been let for a term of five years from 
November Ist next, so that it is not 
possible to give any general undertaking 
that religious meetings will be allowed 
in the building in future. 


Mr. SLOAN asked whether the 
Governor had taken upon himself the 
responsibility of terminating the services. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Opera house 
was available in a certain sense, because 
it was not being leased by any private 


firm. In the interval the Governor 
allowed the services of the Scottish 
Mission to be held there. He then 


suspended the services because of a 
petition which he received on behalf of 
the Catholic community in Malta. Their 
objections were based on the ground that 
this house had never been used for any 
religious purpose by any sect, and as it 
was in effect a Government building it 
was unfair that it should be used for any 
religious purpose if not for the advance- 
ment of their own religion. 


Mr. SLOAN asked whether the 
Governor's action in withdrawing the 
permission to hold these services was 
approved by the Government. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: We are abso- 
lutely responsible for everything that is 
done by our agent. 
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of His Majesty’s Government to stopping 
the services 4 
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to do so is given and exercised by Romar 
Catholics. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, S.): Is the 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): Is it | hon. Gentleman aware that public meet- 


not the fact that in the Blue-book recently | 
issued it was stated that these services | 
were of a proselytising character, and | 
that insulting invitations were issued to | 
the Catholic community ? 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): On | 


the contrary, did not the Governor state 
that they were in no way of an insulting 
character 4 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. That 


ings are absolutely prohibited in the 
town of Valetta ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I am aware of 
a good deal with regard to the situation 
/in Malta. Processions of non-Catholic 
‘communities in Malta have hitherto not 
| been allowed because of the apprehension 
| that breaches of the peace would arise 
| from such processions. But the Secretary 
| of State has the whole question under 
| consideration. 


is a matter on which any one can form | 


an opinion from the Blue-book. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT : 


hon. Member. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, | 


Kast 'Toxteth) : Has not the matter been 
the subject of official correspondence 4 


Mr. CHURCHILL said that consider- 
able negotiations had taken place between 
His Majesty’s Government and the 
Governor of Malta. <A long despatch 
was received only last night from Sir 
Charles Mansfield Clarke, and the whole 
question was now under the careful con- 
sideration of the Government. Hon. 
Members opposite must remember that | 
His Majesty's Government were heirs of 
the present situation in Malta, and that 
the conditions existing there were exactly 
as they were under the late Government. 
In reconsidering the whole matter they 
must ask for ample time. 


Mr. SLOAN said he quite recognised 
the necessity for ample time. But he 
would ask whether the consideration of 
the whole case was with a view to 
removing the disabilities that were now 
enforced on the Protestants. 


Mre CHURCHILL: Yes, Sir. 


Religious Processions in Malta. 

Mr. SLOAN : I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if he 
can now state why Protestants in Malta 
are prohibited from holding processions 
and ceremonies in public, while the right 


I was pro- | 
testing against the insinuation of the | 


Mr. KILBRIDE (Kildare, 8.) : Will 
the Government consider the advisability 
of making the hon. Member for South 
Belfast Governor of Malta ? 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he can state when the 
correspondence between the Government 
|and the Governor of Malta as to the 
prevention of the Rev. John M‘Neill 
from holding religious services in Malta 
at the request of the Roman Catholic 
archbishop will be laid upon the Table 
of the House. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Secretary of 
State has just received a further despatch 
from the Governor of Malta on this 
subject, and when he has replied to 
that despatch he will consider whether 
it is desirable that further Papers should 
be laid on the Table. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: I understood 
the hon, Gentleman to give a pledge tha 
we should have the whole of the corre- 
spondence before the Colonial Vote was 
reached 1 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I certainly gave 
no such pledge as to the whole of the 
correspondence. Still we are anxious to 


give the House every information we can. 


The Rand Register. 

Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.): I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether his attention has 
been drawn to the circumstantial aceusa- 
tion publicly made by Mr. E. P. Solomon, 
the leader of the Responsible Party in the 
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yr 

Transvaal, 
contrived to place on the voters’ roll for 
the Rand the names 


that the Progressives have | 
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Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is it not 


the fact that in the early stages of the 


of 9,000 persons | 


who had no right to be there in order | 


to gain additional seats in the forth- 
coming Assembly ; and whether before 


any election takes place, the Government | 


will order an examination into Mr. 
Solomon’s charge, and a careful scrutiny 
of the voters’ roll. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: This assertion 


and kindred reports are now engaging 


South African War the use of the Dum- 
Dum expanding bullet was absolutely 


forbidden after the remonstrance of this 
House ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: It is true that, 


as against a civilised foe, it is most un- 


desirable that the Dum-Dum bullet should 
be used, and I believe that in the early 


| days of the South 


the attention of His Majesty’s Govern- | 


ment, and no statement can 


be made | 


with advantage on any particular point | 


before the general result of their de- 


liberations can be declared. 


The Natal Rising. 

Mr. BYLES: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether any conditions of surrender have 
been offered by the Government of Natal 
to the chiefs of the tribes still in re- 
bellion; whether the expansive bullet, 
known as the Dum-Dum, is being em- 
ployed by the white attacking troops : 
how far that explains the heavy fatalities, 
and especially the large proportion of 
killed to wounded ; and can he say with 
what weapons the natives are armed. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: On 
the Governor reported that captured 
rebels had been sent out to induce their 
tribesmen to surrender and that active 
1ueasures were being suspended for four 
days. The bullet employed by the Natal 
forces is understood to be Mark V. and 
Mark VL., and the employment of these 
Marks is in accordance with the practice 
which prevailed in this country down to 
quite a recent date. 
answer the latter part of the question, 


July 16th 


; the war in South 


African War a good 
deal of inconvenience was caused by the 
fact that the ammunition had to be 
changed. 


Mr. J. WARD: Is it not within the 
hon, Gentleman’s knowledge that for a 
certain period during the progress of 
Africa, a considerable 
of His Majesty’s subjects 


proportion 


| seemed to think that even Boers were 


I am not able to! 


hut a good deal of the fighting must be | 


at pretty close quarters. 


Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) asked 
whether Mark IV. was not the very Dum- 
Dum bullet that was in question in at 
least civilised warfare. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: If the hon. 
Gentleman means to ask whether Mark 
V.and Mark VI. are bullets which ex- 
pand, [ have to say that I believe they 
are. 





not civilised ? 


*Vin. SPEAKER: We had better not 


go back to a question seven years old. 


Mr. BYLES said the hon. Gentleman 
had not answered the last paragraph of 
his Question. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: TI believe the 
natives are armed with assegais and fire- 
arms of a rather primitive and inefficient 


type. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) asked 
the hon. Gentleman uke he h: fr any 


real responsibility for what was going on 
in a self- governed colony. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Our responsi- 
bility in this matter is indirect, and our 
power of intervention, under existing 


circumstances, is mainly limited to the 
tendering of friendly advice. 


Dr. COOPER (Southwark, Bermond- 
sey): Did the arms used by the natives 
come from Birmingham 4 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Opium Revenue of the Malay 
Settlements. 

Mr. A. ALLEN (Christchurch) : I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether under the system 
of farming the opium revenue in the 
Straits Settiements and the Federated 
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Malay States, any steps are taken to 

secure that the farmer has not a direct 

pecuniary interest in pushing the sale of 

the drug ; and whether it is the practice 

for the Governments of those communities 

periodically to invite tenders for the farm | 
and to accept the highest bidder, thereby 

themselves acquiring a direct interest in 

the increased sale of the drug. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The system of 
farming the opium revenue which is in 
force in the colony of the Straits Settle- 
ments and in some parts of the Federated 
Malay States is carefully regulated and | 
restricted by law, and it has been held 
that this system is better adapted to | 
check abuses than direct control by tie 
Government. The opium farm in the 
colony is periodically put up to tender, 
and presumably as in the case of other 
tenders, the Government accepts the 
most favourable terms. The _ lessee 
necessarily has a pecuniary interest in the | 
matter, but the sale and consumption of 
opium is rigidly safeguarded by law. 


Arrest of Chief Kula. 


Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester) : | beg to ask the Under-Necre- | 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he 
will state if the Chief Kula was arrested 
when hehad obeyed an order to report him- | 
self ; whether an arrest under such circum- 
stances was contrary to the instructions 
issued by the Commandant of Militia 
published in the recently issued Blue-book | 
on Natal affairs; whether the evidence 
upon which the arrest was made is in the 
possession of His Majesty’s Government ; 
and whether he will inform the House 
how the Chief has since been treated. 
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Mr. CHURCHILL : It will be general. 
Whether it will be in one or two columns 
I cannot say. 


Conduct of Native Levies in Natal. 

Mr. ALDEN: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has any information which he 
can communicate to the House relative to 
the conduct of native levies at a recent 
engagement in Zululand; and whether 
he willinstitute inquiries as to the number 
of prisoners taken in that engagement as 
compared with the number of killed. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I would refer 
the hon. Member to the Answer which I 
gave yesterday to a similar Question on 
this subject by the hon. Member for the 
Kirkealdy Burghs. + 


*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): Are 
these native levies commanded by British 
or colonial officers ! 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I do not know 


whether they are directly commanded by 


| white officers, but of course they are 


under the control of the officer in charge 


| of the operations, and he is_ responsible 


for their actions. 


Chinese Amusements on the Rand. 
Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): I beg 


|to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 


the Colonies whether his attention has 
been called to the fact that the Chinese 
coolies on the Rand have at some of the 
mines been organised to play in brass 
bands, at others to perform Chinese plays ; 
and whether such efforts to provide 
amusement and recreation for the coolies 


| are receiving the support and encourage- 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I do not know | 
whether Kula was arrested when obeying | 
an order to report himself. The circum. | 
stances of his arrest as far as they are 
known to the Secretary of State are 
given in despatches which are included in 
the Blue-book which will be issued 
shortly. I find nothing in the arrest in- | 
consistent with the instructions by the | 
Commandant. Inquiry will be made 
With regard to Kula’s present position. 


Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD: 
Will the Blue-book be general to South 
Africa, or will it be confined to the 
Natal question. 


| ment of the Government. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I believe that 


| Chinese plays and other similar forms of 


amusement are organised among the 
Chinese labourers with the approval of 
the mine managers. ‘The Government is 
not specially called upon to take any direct 
part in the matter. 


British Representation in Egypt. 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether Lord Cromer and the 
British Judicial Adviser to the Egyptian 
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Government, or either, and, if so, which, 
are at present away from Egypt and in 
Europe upon a three months’ leave ; and 
whether, in view of the prevailing unrest 


(Questions. 


in Egypt, they are proposing forthwith, | 


or when, to return to their respective 
posts. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir) Epwarp 
GreY, Northumberland, Berwick). Both 
Lord Cromer and Sir M. Mellwraith are 
now in this country on the usual leave 
of absence. 


they would no doubt return. 


Charges against British Soldiers in 
Egypt. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Aflairs 
whether, at the time when the 
Captain Bull was found by the patrol of 
the Army of Occupation at Seresinah, 
water was being handed to him by one 
of the native villagers; whether that 
villager was thereupon killed by the 


patrol ; and whether any proceedings | 


were taken against those who killed the 
villager, and with what result. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: | 
confirmation of the statement 
the hon. Member’s (Question. 
formation obtained by the 


have no 


The 


Il- 


British soldiers can be sustained in the 


evidence forthcoming in connection with | 


the dead body of a native found in this 
neighbourhood. The investigation 
being continued by the Parquet. 


is 


Pasova Boundary Dispute. 

Sir W. EVANS GORDON : | beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, considering the commer- 
cial importance and the magnitude of other 
interests involved in the Turco-Persian 
boundary dispute, and that England is 
one of the mediating Powers under the 
Erzeroum Treaty of 1847, His Majesty’s 
Government intend to watch the pro- 
gress of the Pasova boundary dispute. 


Sir EDWARD GREY : His Majesty’s 
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FOR | 


if the situation in Egypt | 
became such as to require their presence | 


late | 


made in | 


military | 
enquiry has shown that no charge against | 
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Case of Mr. Stannard. 

Mr. ALDEN : I beg to ask the Seere- 
|tary of State for Foreign Affairs if the 
/Governor-General of the Congo Free 
State has forbidden Vice-Consul Arm-’ 
strong to act as counsel for Mr. Stannard, 
| at Coquilhattville ; and, if so, what steps 
| he proposes to take in the matter; and 
whether he has any fresh information to 
give the House relative to the progress 
| of the trial, 
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Sin EDWARD GREY: L-_ have 
received no information to the effect 
that the Governor-General of the Congo 
Free State prohibited Vice-Consul Arm- 
strong from undertaking Mr. Stannard’s 
defence. A telegram has now been 
received from His Majesty’s Consul at 
| Boma, according to which Mr. Stannard, 
who arrived at Boma on the 12th instant, 
has been sentenced to a fine of £40 and 
£17 costs, or three months and twenty 
days imprisonment. Vice-Consul Arm- 
strong was satisfied with the manner in 
which the trial was conducted. An 
appeal will be lodged. 


Servian Regicides. 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| Foreign Aflairs whether the Servian 
Government bas communicated to him 
the exact text of the Decree placing 
tive of the regicides upon the retired 
list ; whether he is aware that such 
Decree awards them pensions to the 
amount of their full pay, in recognition 
‘of special services rendered to the 
| country ; and, whether he is aware that 
immediately after the retirement of these 
regicides they were publicly entertained 
by the Servian garrisons, with the assent 
of the Servian Government, 


| Sr EDWARD GREY: 1 am not 
aware of these matters, and do not 
propose to inquire into them, ‘The 


condition throughout has been that the 
chief regicide officers should be removed 
from positions in which His Majesty's 
Representative would be brought into 
relations with them. ‘That has been 
‘done, and it is a condition of the renewal 
of diplomatic relations that it should be 
adhered to. 


Government have from the first given | 


their attention to the question of the 
Turco-Persian frontier, and will continue 
to do so. 


Egyptian Pensions for British Officials. 
Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside): I beg to ask the 
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Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can give particulars of the 
cases in which, since the British oceupa- 
tion, pensions have been awarded out of 
the Egyptian revenues to former English 
officials of the Egyptian Ministry of 
Finance, indicating the amounts, and 
the number of years service of the 
respective pensioners. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: There is no 
information in the Foreign Office, and 
the matter is one which concerns the 
Egyptian Government and in which 
neither His Majesty’s Government nor 
their Representatives exercise influence. 


Education of Egyptians. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he can state the number 
of natives of each sex in Egypt who have 
been taught to write and read; and 
what are the percentages of illiterates of 
cach sex to the population. 


sin E. GREY: [have no information 
on these points, but 1 will inquire of His 
Majesty's Agency at Cairo whether any 
statistics of the kind are in existence. 


British Trade in Manchuria. 

Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether he is 
aware that the Japanese officials are 
putting every obstacle in the way of 
sritish merchandise after it leaves New- 
chwang, and that there are some 
thousands of boats delayed pending in- 
struction from headquarters, — whilst 
Japanese goods go in free via Dalny ; 
will make such representation to the 
Government of Japan as will put an end 
to this unfair treatment ; and will he 
say when the port of Dalny will be 
opened free to all nations. 


Sir E. GREY: His Majesty's Govern- 
ment have no information to show that 
the facts are as stated. Inquiry is, how- 
ever, being made, and the whole question 
is receiving attention. The Japanese 
Government have declared that Dalny 
will become an open port for everybody 
on September Ist next. 


Treatment of Lunatics. 
Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 


ham, Barnard Castle): On behalf of the 
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hon. Member for Kast Leeds, I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board if he is aware of the treatment 
patients in asylums are subjected to, 
whether their disease is of a violent type 
or not; and whether, in view of the 
repeated complaints made respecting such 
treatment, particularly in the case of the 
West Riding Asylum at Menston, he will 
cause an inquiry to be made by a special 
court or otherwise at which the relatives 
of patients may give evidence. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. GLab- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): I beg to answer this 
question on behalf of my right hon. friend. 
Neither I nor the Lunacy Commissioners 
whom T have consulted have any know- 
ledge of “repeated complaints ” coming 
from any responsible sources as to the 
treatment of asylum patients either in the 
West Riding Asylum or generally. [tis 
not clear whether the (Question refers to 
the medical treatment of lunatics or to 
the behaviour of the attendants and 
nurses towards them. In either case 
ample means exist for investigating any 
specific complaints, and if the hon. 
Member will lay before me or before the 
Commissioners any facts in his possession, 
immediate and thorough investigation 
will be made. 


Motor Accidents. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he will state the 
number of accidents in the provinces from 
motor-buses and motor-cars, respectively, 
during the months of May and June ; in 
how many instances have personal injuries 
resulted ; and in how many cases have 
such injuries proved fatal. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I beg to answer 
this Question on behalf of my right hon. 
friend. Inquiries were set on foot last 
year by my predecessor to ascertain 
whether a return of the casualties caused 
by motor-cars could be collected from the 
police throughout the country, but it was 
found that complete figures could not be 
obtained, 


Metropolitan Police and Instruction in 
iddish. 


Sir W. EVANS GORDON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether voluntary classes for 
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the purpose of instructing the police force 
in the Yiddish language are held in the 
Kast end of London; and whether any, 
and, if so, what encouragement is offered 
to the men to qualify themselves in this 
tongue. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE : Yes, Sir; volun- 
tary classes are held for this purpose. A 
small sum has been granted by the Home 
Oflice for distribution in prizes to men 
who have made themselves proficient in 
Yiddish, and such proticiency is taken 
into account with other considerations in 
the selection of candidates for promotion. 


Sir W. EVANS GORDON : 


wards actually given ! 


Are re- 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: Yes, Sir. 


D’Angely Case. 

Sir W. EVANS GORDON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he has obtained 
any further information from the Con- 
tinent or otherwise concerning the 
character and antecedents of Madame 
d’Angely ; and, if so, whether he proposes 
to make the facts in his possession public. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I can make no 
statement of any sort with regard to 
the case of Madame d’Angely while it is 
under the consideration of the 
Commission on the Metropolitan Police. 


Gloucester Level Commissioners. 

Mr. RENDALL = (Gloucestershire, 
Thornbury): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether he has now completed _ his 
inquiries into the matter of the constitu- 
tien and duties of the Commissioners for 
the lower level of the county of 
Gloucester ; and whether, seeing that 
there is public complaint of this non- 
elective body having power to levy rates, 
he will make an early effort to transfer 
the powers of the Comunissioners to a 


body having public confidence aud being | 


under public control. 


*¥Mr. GLADSTONE: This matter is 
still under my consideration. No com- 
plaint of the nature referred to has 
reached me. 
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Inspection of the Welsh Mines. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr 
Tydvil): I beg to ask the Secretary ‘of 
State for the Home Department what 
authority, if any, has he for saying that, 
in appointing Mr. Atkinson as superin- 
tending inspector of the Swansea and 
Cardiff districts, he perhaps anticipated 
a recommendation of the Royal Com- 
mission. 


*\MIrR. GLADSTONE: [said that [ had 
decided perhaps to «anticipate a recom- 
mendation of the Royal Commission and 
to strengthen the staff for the whole of 
South Wales. In saying this I was 
expressing my personal opinion as to 
what the Commission might recommend. 


That opinion [still hold. 


Monmouthshire Mines. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment in view of the fact that Mr. Atkin 
son Was appointed superintending — in- 
spector of the Cardiff district before any 
vacancy oecurred, on the ground of the 
special dangers of that distuict, and that 
the Monmouthshire and Glamorganshire 
mines correspond in character, if he can 
say why it is necessary to wait for a 
vacancy in the southern district before 
making similar provision to meet the 
special dangers of the Monmouthshire 
mines. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: Lam afraid [can 
only refer my hon friend to the Answers 
I have already given on this subject. 


American Leather. 

Mr. T. F. RICHARDS (Wolver- 
hampton, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been called to 
the adulteration of American leathers by 
ingredients which render the material 
dangerous to the operatives, whom it 
renders liable to innoculation with the 
germs of consumption; and whether he 
will take stops to check the importation 
of leathers so treated, in) view of the 
danger to the workpeople who use it or 


the public who wear it, 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: The attention of 
the Home Office has not been called to 
this matter, but if my hon. friend will 
communicate to me any information he 
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may have in his possession on the sub- 
ject, | will have inquiry made so far as 





possible, 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, 
having regard to the fact that, during 
the month of June, motor cars and 
motor omnibuses eaused 949 accidents 
in the London police area resulting in 
25% cases of personal injury and seven 
deaths, will he state whether he pro 
to take action at an early date | 
with a view to the better protection of | 
the public, especially bearing in mind 
that for the month of May the figures 
were 956 accidents, 231 cases of personal | 
injury, and six deaths, 


| 
Motor Accidents. | 
| 
| 


poses 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I beg to refer the 
hon. Member to the Answers I gave to 
the Questions which were put to me on 
this subject last Monday.+ The Royal 
Commission on Motor Cars has just pre 
sented its Report, which will soon be in 
the hands of Members. As regards the 
Metropolis, the whole Question has been 
under the consideration of the Select 
Committee on Cab and Omnibus Trattic 
under the Chairmanship of my hon. 
friend the Member for South Wolver 
hampton, [I understand that much evi- 
dence has been taken by this Committee, | 
and that their recommendations also will | 
soon be available, [ shall then be ina | 
position to confer with my right hon. 
friend the President of the Local Govern 
ment Board as regards any steps which 
it may be necessary to take in order to 
deal with existing ditliculties. Mean- 
while the Commissioner of Metropolitan 
Police is doing all that he can to mitigate 
or remove the evils complained of with 
the powers at his disposal. 


Railway Accommodation in Sheffield. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Shettield, | 
Central): I beg to ask the President of | 
the Board of Trade if his attention has 
been called to the grievances as regards | 
railway accommodation formulated by the | 
Chamber of Commerce and Manufacture | 
in Shettield ; and if it is possible for his 
Department to take any steps in the | 
matter | 


THe PRESIDENT or Toe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-GrorGe, Carnarvon 


t See (4) Debates, elx., 1339. 
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Soroughs) : The hon. and gallant Member 

has himself drawn my attention to this 
subject by letter to which I am sending 
him a written reply. The matter is not 
one that can suitably be dealt with within 
the limits of an Answer in the House. 


Owers Light Ship. 
Lorp EDMUND TALBOT (Sussex, 
Chichester): [ beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether he is 


|aware that owing to the refusal of the 
‘officials of Trinity House to move the 


Owers light ship a short distance from 
its present position, the fishing industry 
of Selsey is being ruined because the 


light ship is now so placed as to take the 


Channel traftic directly over the fishing 
ground; that the refusal was based on 
the ground that the place suggested by 
the local Fishery Board for the new posi- 
tion of the ship was not suitable; and 
whether the officials of Trinity House 


| took any steps with a view to finding any 
| other place that would be suitable; and 


what steps, if any, he proposes to take in 
order to remedy this state of affairs, hav- 


jing regard to the fact that evidence is 
j available to show that suitable anchorage 
'for the light ship exists in the vicinity 


which would not interfere with the ett- 
cient lighting of the coast, and would save 
the fishing industry from its present 
threatened ruin. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Lam informed 


| by the Trinity House as follows :—“ In 


September of last year an application was 
received from the West Divisional Sub- 
Committce of the Sussex Sea Visheries, 
asking that the Owers light vessel might 
he moved about three-quarters of a mile 
to the south-east of her present position. 
The Elder Brethen after careful considera- 
tion caused the applicants to be informed 
that as the change of the light ship’s posi- 
tionassuggested could not, intheir opinion, 
be made without serious detriment to her 


| value as an aid to navigation, they were 
}unable to comply with this request. The 


Elder Brethren duly considered at the 
time whether there was any other position 
to which the light ship could be moved 


| with a view of meeting the wishes of the 
applicants, and decided in the negative 
las, in their opinion, if the light ship were 
| shifted farther out it would be necessary, 


owing to the soundings and nature of the 
ground in the vicinity, to place her where 
she would be too far from the shoal to 
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properly guard it, whilst navigating 
vessels would then be tempted to pass 
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inside her, which would defeat the object | 


the fishermen have in view.” 


Lorp EDMUND TALBOT: Can the 
right hon, Gentleman arrange for evidence 
to be heard on this point before the Com 
mittee ! 


Mr. 
Trade have no direct responsibility, but [ 
will communicate with Trinity House, and 
I have no doubt arrangements will be 
mace. 


Board of Trade Reports on Private Bills. 

Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade why an insufficient number of 
copies of Reports of the Board of Trade 
on Private Bills are furnished for the use 
of the Committee on Unopposed Bills ; 
and whether he will take care that this 
shall be remedied in future, 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: It is the 
practice of the Board of Trade in report- 
ing to a Committee under Standing Orders 
on Bills referred to an Unopposed Bill 
Committee to send whenever time allows 
four copies of the Report to the Chairman 


of Ways and Means for the use of the | 
in the | 


Committee. I understand that 
case of a Railway Bill recently before an 
Unopposed Bill Committee after being 
originally referred to an Opposed Bill 
Committee, the usual additional copies of 
the Board’s Report were, through a mis- 
apprehension not sent to a Committee, 
but I hope that this will not again occur. 


West Ham Workhouse Infant School. 

Mr, THORNE (West Ham, 8.): [beg 
to ask the President of the Local Gevern 
ment Board whether his attention has heen 
called to the overcrowded condition of the 
infant school at the West Ham work- 
house ; if he is aware that there are 119 
children in the school, which is constructed 
to accommodate forty-four ; and whether 
he will at once order the guardians to 
put an end to such overcrowding. 


Turk PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Jonn 
Burns, Battersea): My attention has been 
given to the very serious overcrowd- 
ing which has existed at this school. 
The Local Government :Board have 
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|for a long time been pressing the 
'guardians to make further provision 
for the children, and the guardians have 
submitted a plan for acquiring a school 
| which is now under consideration. Mean- 
| while, temporary measures have been 
|taken, Kighty-seven children have been 
| removed temporarily toanotherschool, and 
| 130 boys have been sent for a short time 
| to a sea-side camp. This will only meet 
the immediate difficulty, but a Committee 
of the guardians will recommend them at 
| their next meeting to hire a building for 
| a year to accommodate 150 boys eighty 
| girls and forty infants, 

| 


Questions. 


Death from Meningitis at Marlborough. 

Mr. ROGERS (Wiltshire, Devizes) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that an un- 
known man died of meningitis and 
starvation on July 7th in a pit close to 
| the main road, and less than a mile from 
the town of Marlborough ; that the pre- 
i sence of this man in an emaciated and 
| dying condition at this place was reported 
| to the police at the police station at four 
| o'clock on that day, and at five o'clock, 
after inspection communicated by them 
| to the relieving officer, who asked what 
it was to do with him, and why the 
police did not take the matter in hand 
themselves ; that no relief or assistance, 
medical or otherwise, was afforded, nor 
did the relieving ofticer visit the place until 
after eight o'clock on that day, by which 
time the man was dead ; that the reliev- 
ing officer did not attend the coroner's 
inque-t ; and whether he will direct the 
Marlborough Board of Guardians to hold 
an inquiry into all the circumstances of 
the case. 





Mr. JOHN BURNS: I find that the 
Marlborough Board of Guardians have 
already inquired into the circumstances 
attending the death of the man referred 
to. I understand that about five o'clock 
the relieving ofticer was informed by a 
police constable that the man was in the 
London Hill Chalk Pit very ill. He 
started at once for this place, having 
ordered a carriage to follow him in order 
to bring the man to the workhouse. 
Unfortunately, he had been misinformed 
as to the place where the man was lying, 
which was, in fact, in a pit near the 
Salisbury Hill, which is in quite a dif- 
ferent direction from the London Hill. 
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Owing to this cireumstance he was unable 
at first to find the man; but he twice 
visited both the London Hill and the 
Salisbury Hill, and eventually found him. 
He was then dead. The officer states 
that from the time when he first heard 
from the police until he found the man 
he was continually searching for him. 
No intimation was given to the relieving 
officer that his presence would be re- 
quired at the inquest, and, as he had an 
engagement elsewhere, he did not attend. 
The verdict of the jury was that the man 
diced from meningitis. Starvation was 
not mentioned. 


Withington Workhouse. 

Me. FULLERTON (Cumberland, 
Egremont) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
his attention has recently been called to 
alleged defects in the administration of 
the workhouse at Withington (Chorlton 
Union), Manchester ; whether some mem- 
bers of the Chorlton Board of Guardians 
have asked for an independent inquiry ; 
and whether he will cause such inquiry 
to he made. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: My attention 
has been called to this matter. I have 
not received any application from mem- 
bers of the Board of Guardians asking 
for an inquiry, though it has been sug- 
gested by a firm of solicitors, acting for a 
former inmate, that an inquiry should be 
held. It does not at present appear to 
me necessary that this course should be 
adopted. 


Mr. FULLERTON: Does not the 
right hon. Gentleman intend to send any- 
thing more than a formal reply 4 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I will look into 
the correspondence. If the matter re- 
quires further investigation it shall 
receive it. 


Kinder Reservoir, Derbyshire. 

Mr. J. WARD: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 
whether his attention has been called to 
the complete stoppage of the works at the 
Kinder Reservoir, Derbyshire, which 
were authorised by The Stockport 
Corporation Water Act, 1901; whether 
he is aware that such stoppage has re- 
sulted in the dismissal of about 400 
Navvies, causing distress amongst their 
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families ; whether he has any informa- 
tion as to the cause of the stoppage ; and 
what action, if any, he proposes to take 
in the matter. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: At present I 
have no information on this subject, but 
I have sent a copy of the Question to the 
corporation, and have asked for their 
observations on the matter to which it 
relates. 


Promotions of Sorters at the South- 
Eastern District Office. 

Dr. COOPER: I beg to ask the Post- 
master-General why fourteen sorters at 
the South-Eastern District Office(exclusive 
of those who formerly held higher 
positions and have been reduced) have 
been passed over for promotion to over- 
seers ; whether one oflicer was put back 
for signing a petition; whether others, 
who have acted with apparent satisfaction 
have been adversely reported upon ; 
whether there has been any allegations 
against their superior officers by any of 
these officers; and whether an oppor- 
tunity will be given to them, if desirous, 
to qualify at another office, as was done 
recently in the case of a sorter at the 
South-Western District Office who was 
allowed to qualify at the South-Kastern 
District Office. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SYDNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): Fourteen sorters at the South- 
Western District Office have been passed 
over for promotion to overseerships. 
Twelve of these officers had been tried 
and either failed or withdrew at their 
own request. No officer has been or 
would be put back for signing a petition, 
nor have any officers who have acted with 
satisfaction been adversely reported upon. 
No useful purpose would be served by 
trying these sorters on overseer’s duties 
at another oflice. The sorter who was 
brought from the South-Western District 
Otlice to the South-Eastern District 
Office had been recommended in his own 
office. 


Salcombe Telegraph Service. 


Mr. MILDMAY (Devonshire, Totnes) : 
I bey to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether, in view of the unanimous 
expression of opinion on the part of the 
inhabitants of the town of Salcombe, 
South Devon, he will reconsider his 
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determination to substitute a telephone 
for the direct telegraphic communication 
of which the town has had the enjoyment 
for the past thirty-six years. 


(uestions. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The_pro- 
posed change will not impair—but will 
rather improve—the telegraph service, 
and I am not prepared to reconsider my 
decision. The matter has been fully 
explained to the district council. 


Halfpenny Postage. 
Mr. BILLSON (Staffordshire, N.W.): 


I beg to ask the Postmaster-General if he | 


will take into consideration the desira- 


bility of arranging for invoices, bills, and | 


other business documents carried at the 
halfpenny postage rate being returned to 


the sender free of charge when the person | 
to whom they are addressed cannot be | 


found, thus benefiting shopkeepers and 
other tradesmen. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : 
inconvenient in practice to discriminate 
between different kinds 
sent by the halfpenny post—and I see no 
sufficient reason for according special 
treatment as regards return free of 
charge to the particular documents 
specified by the hon. Member. 


Mail Bag Cloth. 
Mr. WILKIE (Dundee) : 


ask the Postmaster-General whether at 
the present time the contract for mail 


bag cloth for the General Post Ottice | 
is being supplied from the Continent ; | 
and, if so, who is the contractor, and | 


what are the advantages over the tenders 
received from the manufacturers in this 
country. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: It is 
estimated that somewhat less than one- 
fifth of the cloth used for the manufacture 
of mail bags is obtained from a French 
firm, and somewhat less than a quarter 
from a firm who have a part of their 
supplies manufactured abroad. More 
than half the cloth comes from a con- 
tractor who—as I understand—has_ it 
manufactured in the hon. Member's own 
constituency. 


Public Trustee Bill. 
Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 


ask Mr. Attorney-General if, in view of 
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| the further trustee defalcation reported 
| this week, involving beneficiaries in losses 
estimated at half a million sterling, he 
will press on by all possible means the 
Committee stage of the Public Trustee 
| Bill. 


Tue PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or THE TREASURY (Mr. Grorce 
| WuITELEY, Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) : 
| The matter is not being lost sight of. No 
| date has, however, yet been fixed. 
| 
| 





Registration of Trades Union Rules. 
Mr. RICHARDSON (Nottingham, §.) ; 
| I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether having regard to the 
different interpretations placed by the 
Chief Registrar of Friendly Societies and 
his predecessor upon the definition of a 
trade union as given in Section 16 of 
the Trade Unions Act (1871) Amendment 
Act, he will take steps to obtain the 
opinion of the Law Officers of the Crown 
on the legality of registering rules of a 
| trade union, containing as one of its 
objects the promotion of legislation and 
labour representation. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): In the reply which I 
gave to my hon. friend on the 26th June 
last, I stated that the action referred to in 
1901 was taken by the predecessor of the 
present Chief Registrar presumably upon 
a different interpretation of his duties 
under the Act. I have no reason to 
suppose that any different interpretation 
was put by him upon the definition of a 
Trade Union from that put by the 

present Chief Registrar. The terms of 
the definition contained in Section 16 of 
the Aet are perfectly clear, and I do not 
| think any advantage would be gained by 
consulting the Law Officers on the point. 


Liquor Duties. 

*Mr. CHARLES ROBERTS (Lincoln) : 
I heg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he will state, for each of the years ending 
March 31st, 1899, and March 31st, 1906, 
the total inclusive amount of the net 
revenue raised from the trade in intoxi- 
cating liquors, whether by customs, excise, 
or licence duties, and whether appro- 
priated to the Exchequer or to local taxa- 
tion account ; the total national revenue 
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raised from all sources in each of those 
years, Whether appropriated to the 
Exchequer or to local taxation account ; 
and the percentage which the revenue 
raised from the drink trade bears to such 
total national revenue in each of those 
years. 
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(an oral reply, the correct answer to the 
| first part of the hon. Member’s Question. 
In reply to the second part, I do not com- 
| prehend how the objections there referred 
| to can be a matter of conscience ; but in 
any case the employment of an unvaccin- 
ated teacher is left in the discretion of 
| the local authority. 


Mr. MCKENNA: Inthe year ended | 


March 31st, 1899, the total net revenue 
derived from intoxicating liquors and the 


trade therein was £38,005,000 ; of which | 


there was received for the Exchequer 
£34,548,000, and for the local taxation 
accounts, £3,457,000. The aggregate 
revenue raised by the State in that year 


(including local taxation revenue) was | 


£119,156,000 ; and the revenue from 
intoxicating liquors was 32 per cent. of 
thataggregate. In the year ended March 
31st, 19U6, the net revenue from intoxt- 
cating liquors was £38,134,000 ; of which 
there was received for the Exchequer 


£34,687,000, and for the local taxation | 


accounts £3,447,000. The aggregate | 
revenue raised by the State was 
£153,633,000, and the revenue from | 


intoxicating liquors was nearly 25 per 
cent. of that aggregate. 


*Mr. CHARLES ROBERTS 
whether it was the fact that the revenue 
from the drink trade had remained 
stationary since before the war, while 


the burden on the rest of the taxpaying 


community had gone up £34,000,000. 


Mr. MCKENNA said the statement of 
his hon. friend was right. 


Vaccination of Pupil Teachers. 


Mr. LIDDELL (Down, W.): I beg to | 
ask the President of the Board of Eduea- | 
tion whether the new education code will | 
permit teachers in the public elementary | 
schools to remain unvaccinated if they | 


have a conscientious objection to being 
vaccinated ; and, if so, whether parents 
will be allowed to exercise their conscien- 
tious objection to the presence of unyac- 
cinated teachers in these schools by 
refusing to send their children to schools 
Where unvaccinated teachers are per- 
nitted to give instruction. 


‘ 
c 


Tue PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD | 
or EDUCATION (Mr. Birrecr, Bristol, | 


N.): 1 must refer the hon. Member to 

Article 11 (e) of the code, which sets out 

With more precision than is possible in 
VOL, CLXL [Fourru Series. | 


asked | 


Expenses of Religious Teaching. 

Lord BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Education whether all the 
‘expenses of giving religious instruction, 
' including the expense of teachers’ salaries, 
heating, lighting, and cleaning, in a school 
held by the local authority under Clause 
10 will be paid by the authority. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
| TARY vo tHE BOARD oF EDUCATION 
(Mr. LouGu, Islington, W.): The Answer 
is in the affirmative. 


Teachers’ Pensions. 

Mr. J. He DUNCAN (Yorkshire, W. 
R., Otley) : I beg to ask the President of 
\the Board of Education if teachers in 
/non-provided schools, which are con- 
| tinued after the passing of the Education 
Bill of 1906 as private schools, will be 
debarred from sharing in the benefits of 
the teachers’ pension scheme. 


Mr. LOUGH: The provisions of the 
Elementary School Teachers (Superan- 
nuation) Act, 1898, are restricted to 
| certificated teachers in public elementary 
schools, and I will see that they cover 
|State-aided schools also; but private 
schools are not included. 


Scottish Teachers. 

Mr. SMEATON (Stirlingshire): I beg 

to ask the Secretary for Scotland 
whether, seeing that under Section 1 of 
| the Statute of 1872 the pupil teacher is 
an integral part of the Scottish teaching 
staff, and as such entitled to the grants 
| authorised by that Statute, he proposes to 
| carry out the contemplated abolition of 
the pupil teacher as part of the staff of 
any school for grant purposes, by a 
Minute of the Scotch Education Depart- 
| ment or by an Act of Parliament. 


THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. Srnc_arr, Forfarshire): Neither 
under Section 1 of the Act of 1872, nor 
any section of any other Act is there a 

P 











AGs Wuetions, 
statutory obligation to make grants on | 
account of pupil teachers. By Section 67 
of the Act of 1872 the rates and condi- 
tions of Parliamentary grants are deter- 
mined by Minutes of the Scoteh Educa- 
tion Department made from time to time, 
and under Section 57 of the same Act it 
is the duty of the Department to make | 
regulations to the competency of | 
teachers. 


as 


Motor Cars in Sutherlandshire. 


Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the | 
Secretary for Scotland whether _ his | 


attention has been called to the recent 
introduction of motor cars in Sutherland- | 
shire for the conveyance of mails, goods, | 
ete. ; whether he is aware that the main 
roads are unfit and unsafe for that traffic ; 
and whether he can get the authorities 
to improve the condition of the main 
roads so as to make them safe and so 
that the traffic may be improved. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: My attention has 
been called to the matter, but Tam unable 
to interfere with the management of the 
roads by the road authority. | 


Drainage of the Owenmore. 

Mr. O DOWD (Sligo, 8.): | beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that, owing to the periodical flooding of 
the Owenmore river, in the county Sligo, 
crops of every kind are liable to annual 
destruction, and that claims have been 
made repeatedly on various Governments 
during the past fifty years for a grant in 
aid for the drainage of this river, which 
means the reclamation of 10,000 acres of 
land; and whether seeing that the 
Owenmore partly flows through a 
congested district, and that Sligo has 
received little or no funds from any 
Government source in the past, the 
Government will now favourably consider 
a scheme for the drainage of this river. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, 8.): It is, 
I am informed, the tact that the low lying 
lands near the Owenmore river are fre- 
quently flooded in the autumn, ‘The part 
of the river mainly affected lies outside the 
congested districts, and for this and other 
reasons the Congested Districts Board 
have decided not to undertake any work 
in connection with the drainage of the 
river. The Department of Agriculture 
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have also decided that they cannot 
undertake the desired drainage works; 
Iam not aware of any funds which could 
be applied to the purpose, but, as the 
hon. Member is aware, a Commission js 
enquiring into arterial drainage in Ireland, 
and it would appear to be desirable to 
await the appearance of the report of the 
Commission before considering what may 
_ be possible in the matter of new drainage 
| schemes, 


Primary Education in Ireland. 
Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 


_ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether he proposes to 
make any further inquiries, by Commis- 
sion or otherwise, into the position of 
primary education in Ireland and the 
position of the teachers connected with 
it; and, if not, or in any event when he 
will be prepared to make an announcement 


|as to the reforms that he admits to be 


‘necessary in connection with — these 
matters, 
Mr. BRYCE: The Irish Government 


does not need any further inquiry to 
convince it that the position of primary 
education in Lreland is unsatisfactory, but 
it is quite another matter to feel contident 
of the possibility of carrying through, 


under present conditions, the reforms 
that are needed. I cannot at this 
moment add to the statement on the 


subject which I made early in the present 
session. 


Irish Language in National Schools. 

Mr. HALPIN (Clare, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, whether his attention 
has been called to the speech made by 
the Most Reverend Doctor Fogarty, 
Lord Bishop of Killaloe, on Saturday 


last, when opening the Clare Feis at 
Ennis ; and whether, in view of the 


words of his Lordship, he will induce 
the Lords of the Treasury to increase the 
fees for Irish in the national schools. 


Mr. BRYCE: I have perused with 
interest the speech referred to. ‘The 
subject of the teaching of Irish will 
continue to engage the attention of the 
Irish Government, and communications 
will continue to pass between the Govern- 
ment, the Commissioners of National 
Education, and the Treasury regarding it. 
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Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): Is the 


right hon. Gentleman aware there is 
widespread dissatisfaction in Ireland 
with the amount of the grant ? 


Mr. BRYCE: The whole subject is 


engaging my close attention. 


Sunday Band Practice at Geevagh. 

Mr. O'DOWD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that a party 
of police assembled at Geevagh, near 
Ballyfarnon, county Sligo, on Sunday the 
sth instant, and prevented the local band 
from indulging in their usual Sunday 
exercise ; and will he say by whose 
authority such action was taken in one of 
the most peaceable districts in Ireland. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
police authorities that on the occasion 
mentioned a force of police was assembled 
at Geevagh for the purpose of preserving 
the peace. They had some reason to 
apprehend that a disturbance might 
take place. It is, however, not the case 
that the police prevented the local band 
from indulging in’ their usual Sunday 
exercise. The band practised and paraded 
the roads without restriction. The police 
were assembled by the authority of the 
County Inspector who is responsible for 
the peace of the district. 


Waterford Evicted Tenants. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Mr. Guiry, Inspector of the 
Estates Commissioners, met some evicted 
lenants of the estate of Mr. J. G. Beres- 
ford, near Stradbally, county Waterford, 
on the 2nd instant, that Mr. Beresford 
has long since lodged an application with 
the Estates Commissioners tor the sale of 
certain lands, near Stradbally, under the 
provisions of The Land Act, 1903, and 
asking to have them declared an estate ; 
and that Mr. Beresford’s representative 
ordered the inspector to desist. from 
inspecting portions of his estate con- 
sisting of evicted farms and untenanted 
lands; and will he say whether Mr. 
Guiry’s report has been received upon 
this estate; and whether, in view of 
the difticulties of the Estates Commis- 
sioners in acquiring evicted farms or un- 
tenanted lands for evicted tenants if 
their inspectors are not afforded oppor- 
tunities of inspecting such lands and 
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reporting upon their value, he will say 
what action, if any, he proposes to take 
in the matter. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that no change in the 
circumstances has occurred since this day 
week, when I replied to the hon. Mem- 
ber’s previous Question which was 
couched in precisely the same terms.7 
The inspector's report has not yet been 
received, but the Commissioners will 
deal with the matter when the sale of 
the estate comes up in its order of 
priority. 


Ballinrobe and Claremorris Railway. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, S8.): 
T beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether in view of the fact 
that the towns of Loughrea, in county 
Galway, and Ballinrobe, in county Mayo, 
are about the same size and contain 
about an equal number of people ; that 
eight trains enter and leave the former 
place each day; that only six trains 
enter and leave the latter place during 
the same period of time, he will see that 
the same travelling facilities are given to 
the people of Ballinrobe as have been en- 
joyed by the people of Loughrea for many 
years. I beg also to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been called to the character of the 
accommodation on the Ballinrobe and 
Claremorris Light Railway ; whether he 
is aware that on various occasions several 
persons travelling between the two places 
were forced to stand in cattle trucks 
and vans; that there is no train leaving 
the town of Ballinrobe later than two 
o'clock p.m. each day ; that the people of 
that district have repeatedly asked the 
Midland Great Western Railway Com- 
pany for better train accommodation 
without result ; and, if so, whether he 
will communicate with the Midland Great 
Western Railway Company with a view 
to inducing them to run a train from 
Ballinrobe about seven o'clock each even- 
ing, and another from Claremorris in 
connection with the 4.40 p.m. train from 
Dublin. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: No recent 
complaints have been received by the 
Board of Trade with regard to the train 
service on the Ballinrobe and Claremorris 
Light Railway, but | am communicating 
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the hon. 
Midland Great Western Railway Com- 
pany for their observations, and_ will 


: z i 
acquaint him with the result. | 


Coolie Outrages in the Transvaal. 
Mr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, New- 
bury): I beg to ask the Prime Minister 
whether His Majesty’s Government have | 
decided to take no further steps between 
now and the date of the establishment of 
self-government in the Transvaal to pro- 
tect the lives and property of the 
inhabitants from the serious and growing 
outrages and crimes committed by the 

Chinese labourers in the gold mines. 


THE PRIME MINISTER Anp FIRST | 
LORD or THE TREASURY (Sir H. | 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) : | 
Lord Selborne reports that there is now, 
as a consequence of the recommendations 
of the Commission appointed by him to | 
inquire into the matter, more efficient 
control over the Chinese labourers, and | 
that this is expected to have a marked | 
effect in the prevention of outrages. In| 
his view the best method of preventing | 
outrages the repatriation of bad 
characters, a policy which is being vigor- 
ously carried out. His Majesty’s 
Government have no intention of abandon- | 
ing their attitude of vigilance in regard | 
to these outrages, and the High Commis- 
sioner is evidently fully alive to the | 
necessity of using every endeavour and | 
all the power of the law for their effectual 
repression. 


is 


Trawler’s Certificate Suspension Bill. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the | 
Prime Minister whether, in view of the | 
mischief done. to line fishing round the | 
coasts of Great Britain and Ireland by 
illegal trawlers, he will give time for the 
passing of the Trawler’s Certificate Sus- 
pension Bill this session. 
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workers I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will reconsider his decision. I have not 
asked a similar Question at all before. 


Questions. 


Mr. WEIR: Is not this a Bill which 
affects line fishermen all round the coasts 
of Great Britain, and is not the Bill 
really the child of the present Secretary 
for War when he was in Opposition ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said he declined to be the supervisor of 
his right hon. friend’s putative children. 
The Government had to hold the balance 
between different measures, and to con- 
sills would occupy the least 
time. He, however, hoped the Bill would 
be passed before long. 


Mr. WEIR: Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that every Scottish Member 


is in favour of the Bill? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


il am in favour of it myself so far as I 


know anything about it. 


*Mr. MORTON : Does not the only 
opposition come from the great trawling 
companies or trusts 7 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[Tam not going to be led into expressing 
any opinion on this thorny question, but 
I assure my hon. friends who are exercis- 
ing a sort of competitive pressure—- 


Mr. MORTON : Not competitive. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN ; 
That I only wish I could give them a 
more satisfactory Answer. 


Public Accounts Committees. 
Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): I beg to 
ask the Prime Minister whether he pro- 


"poses to give a day or a part of a day, as 


| was done last session, for the discussion 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I informed my hon. friend when he asked 
me a similar Question on July 2nd,7 that | 
I could not see my way to granting facili- 
ties for this Bill, and 1 am afraid that I 
must adhere to that statement. 


*Mr. MORTON : Considering the im- 
portance of this Bill to thousands of 





+ See (4) Debates, clix., 1482. 


‘of the Reports of the Public Accounts 
| Committee. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I appreciate the reasonable character of 
my hon. friend’s desire ; but I do not see 
any day or part of a day available in this 
portion of the session, and I shrink from 
making even the most guarded promises 


‘for the autumn session. 
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The Army Estimates Debate. 

Mr. F. E. SMITH (Liverpool, 
Walton): I beg to ask the Prime 
Minister whether he is aware that the 
Secretary of State for War gave a definite 
pledge that ten battalions of regular 
troops would not be reduced; that the 
Army Estimates have been discussed 
upon the allotted days in the belief that 
this pledge would be observed; that 
it has not been observed, and whether 
he will therefore now give a day 
in order that the proposals of the 
Secretary of State for War may be 
discussed with the knowledge that ten 
hattalions are to be disbanded, and before 
any irreparable action is taken in- 
consistent with the undertaking given to 
the House, 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said his right hon. friend was going to 
answer this and similar Questions before 
(Juestion time was over. 


Mr. F. E. SMITH urged the Prime 
Minister to answer the last part of the 
(Juestion, 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said this matter had been fully before 
the House {‘*No”|]—he meant the ques- 
tion of interfering with the policy. He 
was not disposed to depart from what be 
had already said, 


The Natal Rising. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr 
Tydvil): [beg to ask the Prime Minister 
whether the Government intend taking 
any action to put an end to the military 
operations now proceeding against the 
native races in Natal, and to ensure that 
the areas of land now reserved for their 
use shall not be taken from them. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
His Majesty’s Government do not con- 
sider that they are called upon to 
intervene with regard to the military 
operations which are, it is hoped, 
practically at an end. They have no 
reason to suppose that it is proposed to 
deprive the natives of the areas reserved 
for their use. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Has 
it been made clear to the Natal Govern- 
ment that the Imperial Government do 
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| personally. 
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Explanation. 


not intend to bear any portion of the 
expense of these operations ? 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Seeing that we have had no control in 
the matter, [do not see why we should 
bear any portion of the expense. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said that owing 
to the unsatisfactory nature of the Prime 
Minister's reply, he should probably ask 
leave at the conclusion of Questions to 
move the adjournment of the House. 


A PERSONAL EXPLANATION.. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington) : 
I ask the kind permission of the House to 
make a short explanation on a_ topic 
which I think is intended to affect me 
The right hon. Gentleman, 
the Member for Croydon, on Monday 
attended a meeting of the service Mem- 
bers. He went from that meeting and 
made a communication to the representa- 
tive of The Times newspaper in the Lobby. 
The question was whether the Govern- 
ment should be asked for time to discuss 
the Army Estimates further. 

“T declined,” he said, ‘ on the double ground 
that in the first place the Government had 
already given us three perfectly distinct 
pledges, all of which they had broken for their 
own convenience, and that [ did not think it 
either dignified or sensible to ask them for 
another pledge, which they would probably 
break in the same way.” 


I have looked up the only pledges to 
which I can imagine the right hon. Gentle- 
man refers, and they appear to be these. 
In a letter which he wrote to The Time: 
a day or two previously he specified them. 
He says—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London): 
On the point of order I do not wish to 
interfere with the right hon. Gentleman’s 
personal explanation or anything he de- 
sires to say. What I ask you, Mr. 
Speaker, is whether, if he traverses tho 
statement of a right hon, friend of mine, 
the Member for Croydon, my right hon. 
friend will not havea right, from his point 
of view, of also making a personal explana- 
tion ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not know 
exactly what the Secretary of State for 
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War is going to say. If his personal | 
explanation is of a controversial character, | 
I am afraid it will be very difficult to. 
prevent others who think they may be 
touched by it from making some reply. 


Mr. HALDANE: It is a very short 
point, but it does affect me personally, 
and | think it affects me ina very close 
way, suggesting that on March 6th | 
pledged myself against reducing ten 
battalions of the Line. The right hon. 
Gentleman referred in his letter to a 
Question and Answer.t Now I draw the 
attention of the House to this. On 
March 8th I opened the Army Estimates 
in a speech in which I pointed out in 
some detail that battalions at home fed 
battalions abroad, and therefore I should 
be guilty of what I said would he an 
insane thing if I reduced battalions at 
home, and I alluded to the rumour on 
which the Question two days previously 
was founded, and which emanated from 
Aldershot, that we proposed to reduce 
ten of the home battalions. My state- 
ment was perfectly distinct. It was as 
follows— 

“ There was a rumour the other day in the 


papers that I had decided to recommend the 
abolition of ten home battalions of the Line.”’t 


I said that would be absurd. I then 
went on to point out that, although you 
could not reduce home battalions, you 
could reduce battalions in India and the 
Colonies. I said truly we had decided 
nothing then. — India, the House 
knows, we do not propose to touch, but 
I left it perfectly open to myself to take 
any course about that ; so much so that 
there was a long debate on the whole 
thing, taken part in largely by right hon. 
and hon, Gentlemen opposite, as to the 
policy or impolicy of reducing the 
Colonial battalions. [ only mention this 
because it is quite clear that the pledge 
given related wholly and exclusively 


as 


if a pledge it was, it was really an ex 
pression of opinion to which I still adhere 
—to home battalions, and had nothing to 
do with Colonial battalions. ‘To say that 
I broke my pledge in regard to battalions 
which are not feeding battalions is to 
say that which was wholly inconsistent 
with what I explained to the House. 





t See (4) Debates, cliii., 282. 
} See (4) Debates, cliii., 662. 
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of the Iouse. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR said he wished 
to ask the Prime Minister a question with 
regard to next Thursday’s Supply. He 
understood it was the case that Thursday 
was the third day to be devoted to Irish 
“stimates, and he had to appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman to put down the 
Vote for the salary of the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant on that day, 
It had been the invariable practice that 
that Vote should stand in a foremost place. 
A number of Gentlemen representing Irish 
constituencies were very anxious to dis- 
cuss questions which could be raised on 
the Vote. He entirely agreed with the 
view that it was the duty of the Govern- 
ment to consider the views of [rish Mem- 
bers generally, but he would also suggest 
that the minority had a right to have 
their demands considered by the Govern- 
ment, and he was sure the right hon. 
Gentleman would be the first to admit that 
contention. He therefore asked him to 
follow precedent in this case, and to put 
down the Vote for the Chief Secretary as 
the first Vote on Thursday. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said he would like to ask the Prime 
Minister if it had not been the invariable 
practice for a great many years—a practice 
followed by the late Government—to 
leave it to the Irish Members to. select 
the Votes which should be discussed, and 
to allow the point to be decided by the 
majority. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman bear in mind that the ob- 
ject of Supply is largely to criticise the 
action of the Executive Government. No 
doubt a great majority of the critics of the 
Government in Ireland are to be found 
helow the gangway, supposing the Irish 
Government is to be criticised from one 
point of view only, but there is another 
section who also desire to have an equal 
opportunity of laying their views before 
the House, 


Sin E. CARSON (Dublin University) : 
Is there any precedent in any 
for not having the Vote for the salary 
of the Chief Secretary discussed 4 


session 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It is very ditticult for me to interfere 
between the different sections of the Irish 
Members. The right hon. Gentleman 
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has 
but 


guided by the feelings and desires of 
Irish Members generally. 
perience has been, so far as Scotland 
is concerned, that we have been able to 
come to some arrangement between our- 
selves on these occasions. We are told 
there is a small number of Irish Members 
who particularly wish to have the Chief 
Secretary's Vote brought forward. So 
far as my right hon. friend is concerned, 
he would very much prefer that it should 
come forward on this oecasion so that he 
might have it out with hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, but [I am bound to state that 
we cannot see our way to resist the 
demand put forward by the majority of 
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no doubt put his case very clearly, | 
he admits that this is a matter in | 
which we ought in the main to be | 


My ex-| 


the Irish Members as to what Vote shall | 


be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


I trust that | 


the right hon. Gentleman will withhold | 


his final decision on this point. I cannot 
help hoping that some modus virendi may 
be arrived at, but if it should not be so, 


then I ask the right hon. Gentleman | 
before he gives his final answer to con- | 
sider the claims of the Unionist Members | 


for Ireland on this subject. 
they are only a minority of the Irish 
representatives, but still minorities have 


I admit that | 


their rights, and I think they ought to | 


have an opportunity of criticising the 
administration, 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND the 


asked 


Prime Minister to follow the invariable | 


practice—a practice adopted by the late 


(rovernment—of putting down for dis- | cen signified, the Motion stood over, 


| under Standing Order No. 10, until a 


cussion in Supply the Votes desired hy 
the majority of the lrish Members. 
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CHARITABLE LOAN SOCIETIES (IKE- 
LAND) BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Law, ete., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 274.] 


Minutes of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. 
274. | 


Proceedings of the 


{| No. 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Com- 
mittee), to be taken into consideration 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 318. } 


SUNDAY TRADING, 


Report from the Joint Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, 
and read. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 275.| 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. F. E. Smira, Member for the 
Walton Division of Liverpool, rose in his 
place, and ask leave to move the Adjourn- 
ment of the House for the purpose of 
discussing a definite matter of urgent 


| public importance, viz., “the avowed in- 
tention of His Majesty’s Government to 


commence forthwith reductions in His 


| Majesty’s armed forces which have not 


received the sanction of Parliament ;” 


and, the pleasure of the House having 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR pointed out that | 


a similar case to the present had never 
arisen under the last Administration. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) pointed out that for a considerable 
number of years past the critics of the 
Irish Government had been the CGentle- 
men who were now the most ardent 
supporters of the present Administration, 
and he thought it would be extremely 
hard if some opportunity were not given 
to Members who represented fully one 
third of the Irish population to criticise 
the action of the Government. 





quarter past Eight this evening. 


NEW BILL. 


CHURCH DISCIPLINE (No. 2) BILL 

“To amend The Church Discipline 
Act, 1840, and The Publie Worship Act, 
1874,” presented by Mr. Austin Taylor ; 
supported by Mr. David Maclver, Mr. 
Channing, Mr. Paul, Mr. Harmood- 
Banner, Sir Joseph Leese, and Mr. Armi- 
tage; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
319.] 








Civil Services and Revenue 
EXPLOSIVES BILL. 
“To amend the Explosives Act, 1875,’ 
presented by Sir Howard Vincent ; —sup- 
ported by Mr. Claude Hay and Sir William 
Evans-Gordon ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 24th October, and to be 
printed. [Bill 320.] 


419 


’ 


SUPPLY (17TH ALLOTTED DAY). 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
Mr, Emmort (Oldham) in the Chair.) 


vIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DE.- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1906-7. 


CLAss II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum not exceeding £147,470, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on 31st day of March, 
1907, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Local Government Board.” 


*THE PRESIDENT or tar LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
Burns, Battersea) said it would be for 
the convenience of the Committee if he 
made a statement on the experience, the 
course of administration,and the suggested 
amendment of the Unemployed Work- 
men Act, 1905. This course would 
save time, and would enable him to 
indicate generally the best alternative 
to what otherwise would be a long and 
tedious and unsatisfactory process of 
legislation altering or amending a Mill of 
which they had nine months experience. 
Before he submitted to the Committee, he 
hoped for its approval, the proposals of 
the Government with regard to the sug- 
gested amendment of the Act—— 


THe CHAIRMAN: I am very sorry 
I cannot allow the right hon. Gentleman 
to go into future legislation during the 
discussion on the Estimates in Committee. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS said he did not 
propose to go into the question of legis- 
lation now. He intended to deal with 
suggestions in lieu of legislation later 
on, and only to deal in the meantime 
with administration pertinent to the 
Estimates. The Act of 1905, of which 
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they had had only eight or nine months 
experience, set up eighty-nine distress 
committees in England and Wales out- 
side London, and they worked under 
the care and supervision of his Depart- 
ment. Of these, eleven took no action, 
for various reasons, some because their 
districts did not justify the institution 
of public work, and seventy - eight 
received applications under the Act 
for assistance or work from 67,000 appli- 
cants, of whom only 859 were women, 
Of this number 50,000 were qualified to 
receive assistance or work, and 31,000 
received assistance or work from 
various funds. These 31,000 were 
from a working population of 44 millions 
or 1 per cent. of the working population 
of the areas in which the committees 
were constituted. Of the aggregate male 
population of that area, the applicants 
and workmen who received work were 
two percent. There were 17,622 appli- 
cations rejected, and it was important to 
note that of this number only 1,639 were 
rejected because the applicants in the 
previous twelve months had _ received 
poor relief. It had been alleged in con- 
nection with the administration of the 
Act that the regulations were harsh, 
arbitrary, and inquisitorial. In so far as 
it was possible by order or regulation or 
attention to this subject to meet what 
was reasonable in this charge his Depart- 
ment had done so, he hoped, efficiently 
and promptly. ‘That was proved by the 
remarkable fact that of 4,692 applicants 
in West Ham who received work under 
the Act, three only were rejected because 
they declined to provide the necessary 
information for reasons which he need 
not go into, but which had more to do 
with the three applicants than with the 
regulations. That fact showed that the 
queries, though numerous, were not so 
vexatious as alleged, and not unduly 
inquisitorial, and the fact that the ques- 
tions were put enabled the authorities to 
get information and statistics which they 
could not otherwise have obtained, and 
which would be of great use to those who 
studied the problem in future. The ages 
of those who applied for work were :— 
Under 20, 2°8 per cent. ; between 20 
and 30, 26:2 per cent. ; between 30 and 
40, 28°3 per cent. ; between 40 and 60, 
36°6 per cent. ; 60 and over, 6°1 per cent. 
Of course, different people from various 
points of view would put their own 
interpretation on these percentages, At 
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first blush there was nothing definite 
or precise to be deduced therefrom, 
but there was from the trades and call- 
ings of the applicants who received work. 
Generally speaking, the applicants con- 
sisted of general, casual, or unskilled 
labourers. They were 52 per cent. of the 
whole. The depressed building trade 


supplied 21 per cent., but casual, un- | 
skilled, and general labour, and the build- | 
ing trade combined provided 73 per cent. | 


of the total number of applicants and 
persons who were provided with work. 
It was safe to say that the bulk of the 
men were casuals; they were unskilled, 
and were camp followers, more or less, of 
the vast army of labour of which they 
formed more or less a dependent portion. 
The largest number of applicants came 
from West Ham, which had 4,692 
applicants, Leeds 3,387, Bristol 2,900, 
Shettield 2,352, and Brighton 2,050. In 


two out of the five districts building, | 


shipbuilding, dock, casual, or general 
labour were mainly responsible for the 
bulk of applications from those areas, but 


in every one of the five the building | 


trade supplied a substantial but varying 
nucleus of applicants for the fund. 


distress committees set up under the Act | 


provided 9,450 applicants with work. 
The local authorities in existence before 
the Act provided work for 18,000, or 
double the number of the new authorities 
set up under the Unemployed Work- 
men’s Act, while private employers 
provided 1,800 men with employment 
through the agency of this particular 
machinery. The work was of the roughest 
character—street-cleaning, levelling, ex- 
cavating, rough drainage, road work, or 
pick-and-shovel work generally. Some 
of the work provided by these funds 
would, in his judgment, have been done 
by similar men at less cost and perhaps 
of better quality in a shorter time if this 
fund and Act had not been in operation. 
Speaking of the work generally, it could 
be described as being from “fair” to 
“bad.” Where it was “fair” it took 
longer and was dearer than in ordinary 
cases, It wanted more supervision, and 
these two conditions were frequently 
brought about by the general unfitness, 
personal or physical incapacity of the ap- 
plicants, from lack of resource, initiative, 
and adaptability to the new task imposed 
upon them. The general view of those 
responsible for the administration of the 
Act was that the class of men who sought 
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{its aid were poorer, more dependent, 
physically less fit men than last year or 
during two or three years ago. He had 
a a large number of the works, 
jand in his judgment the value of 
|the work rendered was from 30 to 
/60 per cent. of the value that would 
| have been rendered by economically fit 
men drawn from the best class from 
which these labourers were recruited. 
The bureaus set up under this Act were 
more or less failures, and the labour ex- 
changes were only fairly successful. 
W:th regard to emigration and migration, 
£1,828 was spent in the provinces on 451 
persons ; and in his opinion this was not 
the least beneficial part of the operations 
of this machinery. The finance of the 
operations by which 31,000 men were 
given work was as follows :—The seventy- 
seven distress committees that took action 
| received £18,000 from the rates, by means 
| of the halfpenny rate permitted ; £41,000 
| from the Queen’s Fund; £18,000 from 
| public subscriptions; and £2,000 from 
| other sources—or a total of £79,000. The 
expenditure included £42,481 on work, 
£6,245 on labour exchanges, £2,465 on 
‘farm colonies, £1,828 on emigration, and 





| £1,874 on other purposes—or a_ total 
lof £54,893. That left a balance of 


£24,000 either in reserve, allocated, or 
now in process of being spent. These 
figures related to what had been done 
in the provinces. As to London, London 
had 39,495 applicants for work, of whom 
only 580 were women. Work was found 
for 4,612. The wages paid were from 
6d. to 7d. an hour to men whom the 
committee described as being “ to a great 
extent lacking in resourcefulness, energy, 
and efficiency.” But a not inconsider- 
able proportion were very favourable 
representatives of their class. For 
London the Queen’s Fund provided 
£63,000, and the halfpenny rate £25,000, 
although the total that might have been 
raised out of the rates was £90,000. In 
all, £88,000 was spent, of which £40,000 
was devoted to work and farm colonies. 
On establishment £7,000 was spent ; 
and on emigration £3,449, enabling 350 
male workers and 841 dependents to 
be transferred to the colonies. To labour 
exchanges had been allocated, but not 
yet spent, £10,728; and a balance of 
£3,578 was now in process of being spent, 
It was not unimportant to know how 











423 Civil Services and Revenue 
much the Queen’s Fund that provided 
the nucleus of this money yielded. As 
chairman of the distribution committee 
he wished to render thanks to Mr. Dan- 
vers Power, the secretary of the fund, for 
the admirable and painstaking work he 
had done on behalf of the organisation. 
Out of a total sum of £153,000 raised, 
England and Wales received £47,000, 
London £30,000, in addition to £34,000 
specially earmarked for the metropolis, 
Scotland £7,000, and Ireland £6,000. 
Of the money sent to Ireland hardly a 
penny had been spent. What were the 
lessons to be deduced from the working 
of this Act? In his judgment the 
best feature was the statistical infor- 
mation and the knowledge and experi- 
ence that had been acquired during 
the last eight or nine months. It 
appeared that from 70 to 95 per cent. of 
the men who applied for work to labour 
exchanges or distress committees were 
casual or unskilled labourers; and the 
inference to be drawn was that steps 
must be taken to educate better techni- 
cally the unskilled labourer, and reduce 
his numbers to the merest minimum. 
Then it appeared that the men employed 
on the last relief works were poorer 
physically and morally than in previous 
vears. The fact was slowly evolving 
that the best men, even of the unskilled 
class, showed an increasing repugnance 
to relief works, labour exchanges, and 
eleemosynary aid from public agencies. 
Another startling fact also emerged— 
that, whether from poverty, inability, 
or indisposition, the men who applied 
for work were in very few instances 
organised for industrial or provident 
purposes, by means of sick-clubs, trade 
unions, or friendly societies. Only one 
out of 320 applicants at Paddington 
was a member of a trade union. With 
regard to the unemployable, for whom 
perhaps exceptional steps would one day 
have to be taken, he preferred to concen- 
trate effort on cutting off the sources of 
supply. But the unemployable were an 
increasing section of the diminishing 
ranks of the unemploved. The tendency 
was for the best men to get together and 
organise. In many cases, work in small 
quantities had been given under this Act 
to a large number of casuals who vrevi- 
ously had been intermittently employed, 
with the result that work of the same kind 


Mr. John Burns. 
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was taken from better and regular 
labourers. On that score there had been 


some complaint. In face of the startling 
fact that last year 270,000 persons were 
emigrated from the United Kingdom, 
many of the remedies which had been 
suggested for unemployment must be 
regarded as illusory and futile. But, 
pending steps to minimise the unemploy- 
able class, it did seem that the £6,000 
spent on emigrating or migrating 2,250 
persons had yielded better results than a 
sum ten times larger would have yielded 
if spent on farm and labour colonies. 
The people who emigrated or migrated 
were given a fresh start in life 
without sterilising their capacity, under- 
mining their morale, or sapping their 
independence. But in too many cases 
men who worked on farm colonies sank 
back to their original position and were 
the worse for having gone through a 
mistaken and even demoralising process. 
He had looked into this subject. He had 
been to Hollesley Bay and «also to the 
West Ham labour colony at Ockenden 
and many others, and the Committee 
would be pleased to know that, while hold- 
ing the views which he had just expressed, 
he intended these experiments to go on 
in order to see whether after a fair 
trial they were justified. The _ site 
at Hollesley Bay consisted of 1,400 
acres of land the price of which 
was £31,000, and for the purposes of 
this experiment it was an ideal site, but 
they must leave it to time to see whether 
it would be successful, meanwhile main- 
taining an energetic and firm administra- 
tion. There was another experiment 
which he knew appealed very properly to 
his kindly and sympathetic friend the 
Member for North West Ham. That was 
the labour colony at Ockenden to which he 
had before alluded. The hon. Member 
knew that the Local Government Board 
had sanctioned this scheme and had 
helped it to the best of their ability in 
many ways in order to secure a fair trial 
for it also. The Report of the Vagrancy 
Committee had been submitted to the 
Home Office and the Local Govern- 
ment Board, but they had found it 
impossible to deal with it so far. 
Vagrancy was a phase of the unemployed 
problem; but the question was a 
very thorny one to deal with. 
Some people had suggested that every 
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man who seemed to be without visible { and in his judgment unnecessary Act. 


means of subsistence and was in working | No one praised it. 


The Central Poor Law 


garb should be arrested. He viewed with | Conference, who ought to know, by a 
some suspicion and opposition a sug- | majority of something like 186 to seventy- 
gestion that because a man was a navvy | two said that the Act should not be re- 
any policeman who suspected him of | newed, and that a committee of the House 


being a vagrant might intern him in a 
penal labour colony. He hoped to be 


| 


able to go into this question during the | 


next two or three months and see what 
could be done to distinguish between 
the criminal and the chronic vagrant 
and the honest labourer and the genuine 
unemployed. He believed that, how- 


should be appointed to consider it before 
it was renewed. The Municipal Cor- 
porations Association had declared un- 
animously that it should not be renewed 
in its present form. The Charity Organ- 
isation Society was strongly against it, 


' and trade union officials, Labour leaders, 
/and pronounced Socialists were strongly 


ever low these people had fallen, they | 
were still susceptible to good advice and | 


kindly treatment. He was not disposed 
hurriedly to intern them in pauper 
colonies, in celibate assemblies where 
they put into practice Aristotle’s cele- 
brated dictum of the highest form of 
culture. 
be resorted to in some degree, because 
in some cases it wrenched men from old 
associations and environment which had 
an ill effect upon them. Speaking 
broadly, farm colonies and labour colo- 
nies were on their trial. They were not 
vielding the results that were expected, 
and there should be a cautious inquiry 
before they decided on penal or vagrant 
colonies. 
ought to be the last resort of any com- 
munity. They sterilised volition, sapped 
self reliance, and introduced into industry 
those very conditions of irregularity and 
low pay which they were seeking to re- 
move. Moreover, relief works checked 
the flow and movement of labour. In 
his own constitutency 25 per cent. of 
the working population moved every vear 
to places where the conditions were more 
favourable. The existence of relief works 
in a locality frequently prevented men 
from going elsewhere to look for work. 
Relief works had been too frequently 
resorted to by a class of men of whom 
it might be said, “‘ Once a colonial in a 
reel colony, always a colonial.” He 
how came tothe Act and the Govern- 
ment’s suggestions in regard to it. He 
Was not a party to the Act; he had 


always opposed it, and the more he saw 


of it the less inclined he was to change 
his view. But as a public administra- 


He believed that relief works | 7. ; ree 
a sap abn 7 | If the works were State-aided, charity-fed, 


opposed to the measure. He need only 
quote one or two opinions, Mr. George 
Lansbury, who ought to know with his 


‘experience, said that the Act had caused 


a great deal of misery, as under it so many 


'were disappointed at not getting work. 
| He now came to his last word on that 


He thought emigration might | 


branch of this subject. The Committee 
must not forget that as the causes of un- 
employment were multifarious,so no single 


‘remedy, however well-intentioned, how- 
|ever well-devised, could dispose of the 


problem of unemployment. As the causes 
were multifarious, so the remedy must be 
multiform — moral, mental, economic, 
industrial, municipal, political, and social. 
If the remedies only created artificial 
work, that would be bad and mischevious. 


tax-founded, or rate-subsidised, they 
would only be a form of public benevo- 
lence that would divert the right money 
in the wrong way to wasteful ends with 
demoralising results. New works unpro- 
ductive and unremunerative, fed by rates 
and taxes, was about the worst form of 
relief that could be imagined. What they 
had got to do was to have the old methods, 
the old works, re-organised, re-distributed, 
and made more productive, with the 


| higher wages and profits resulting there- 


| 
| 


tor he would sink his private judgment | 
and do his duty fairly and fearlessly in | 
‘nment promised the amendment of this 


regard to this temporary, experimental, 


from more wisely spent, with better 
results to all concerned. Because of that 
the Government were careful not to do 
anything this session—and they had 
taken that course at the request of 
those who knew most about it—to 
amend this Act which was temporary, 
and he hoped transient, till they had 
the experience of the Report of the 
Royal Commission upon Poor Law, and 
that they could only get by allowing 
the existing machinery to go on. In the 
King’s Speech six months ago the Govern- 
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Act. That promise they proposed to keep. 
The Government had, he thought, shown 
great prescience and much wisdom in post- 
poning their suggested amendment of the 
Act until this particular moment. If 
they had taken action earlier they would 


have been amending in the dark, 
without knowledge and without ex- 


perience, and even now they had not 
sufficient data to warrant a legislative 
amendment of the Act. He was inclined 
to take the slower and more deliberate 
steps of mitigating the temporary difti- 
culty while still searching for a perman- 
ent remedy. But the Government had 
a right in conformity with its pledges to 
see that the next winter was tided 
over while the Commission was doing 
its work and to do what they reasonably 
could to make this experiment fair and 
successful. It was not for him to depre- 
cate voluntary effort. They had been 
greatly assisted by voluntary effort in the 
past. What were the courses open to 
the Government? They had upon the 
Statute Book an Act based on volun- 
tary subscriptions and the limited rate 
of one halfpenny now levied. The 
Government were anxious to give the 
Act a fair trial and to keep the existing 
machinery alive, and to achieve this end 
there were two courses open to them. 
One was to enlarge the halfpenny rate 
which could be levied under the Act, and 
the other was to abandon the local rate 
and to give a grant, whilst the Act was an 
experiment, from the Consolidated Fund. 
They had chosen the latter and, as he 
thought, the wiser alternative. 
Government were influenced in coming 
to this decision by the consideration that 
the local rate, even if it were expanded, 
would he spent only in the district in 
which it was raised, in many cases 
whether the money was wanted or not. 
That would be unscientific, wasteful, and 
absurd. The grant, which would be 
under the control of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, would be voted to existing 
district committees, not in accordance 
with the demands that might be made 
from each of the particular areas now 
constituted, but in accordance with 
the necessities of the district. The 
grant would be disbursed by himself, 
and he could promise the Committee 
that there would be less waste in_ its 
distribution than there had been in the 
case of some of the money that had been 


Mr. John Burns. 


{COMMONS} 


‘spent during the past twelve months. It 


The | 


,of the stronger and healthier men who 


‘mission on Canals. 
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was proposed that the grant should be a 
sum not exceeding £200,000. That was 
larger than the Queen’s Unemployed 
Fund of last year, and considerably more 
than was raised from voluntary contribu- 
tions and the rates under the Act. With 
the rate-raised money and the voluntary 
contributions there would be an amount 
available of anything from £300,000 to 
£400,000, and that, for a temporary 
purpose, while the whole subject was 
being inquired into by the Royal Com- 


mission, was in his judgment quite 
sufficient. If it was not sufficient, his 


comment must be that a better remedy 
must be found, not in raising more 
money to be spent in this way, but in 
other more excellent ways which were 
within the purview of the Government. 
The poverty of the unemployed and the 
distress of the district would be alone 
considered, and the Local Government 
Board, in conjunction with the Irish, 
Scottish, and other Departments, would 
see that this money was promptly and 
efficiently used. But this was the 
Government’s proposal only in regard 
to this particular Act. They considered 
that better remedies for the unemployed 
could be and were provided in many 
ways, such as the Irish Labourers Bill. 
That Bill, by spending £4,250,000° on 
28,060 cottages and plots of land in 
Ireland, would deprive the now unem- 
ployed labourers of Gateshead, New- 
castle, Brighton, and London of the 
competition to which they succumbed 


would henceforth be kept in Iveland. 
The Government proposed todo a similar 
thing in regard to rural housing, subject 


to the Committee thereon for Eng- 
land and Scotland; they were also 
considering such questions as small 


holdings, allotments, and Crofters Amend- 
ment Acts. They had appointed a 
Coast Erosion Committee, and a Com- 
He was personally 
giving attention, with the sympathy 
of the London dock directors, to see 
whether something could not be done 
as speedily as possible to prevent places 
like West Ham, Poplar, and the East-end 
of 
burdened 
conditions of dock labour which were a 


When 


being permanently 


with the casual 


London from 


and cursed 


reproach to every one concerned. 
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they considered that more men were dis- 
charged from the Army, Navy, and 
Militia every year than the total number 
of men who secured work under this 


Act, they as a Government felt they | 
The Secretary | 


had something to do. 
for War recognised the importance of 
the winter training of Militia, the helping 
of ex-soldiers to employment, and allow- 
ing reservists to have their reserve pay 
if they went to the Colonies. 


to co-operate with them in raising the 
standard and organisation of the un- 
skilled labourer. He advised all 
municipal.ties which had large tram- 
way undertakings, and had money to 
spare from them, as many had, to give 
it not so much in higher wages as by 
the institution of a six-day working 
weck, so that men from the ranks of 
the unemployed might be absorbed 
und the present staff not be overworked, 
end have too much Sunday labour, 
which too frequently many of them 
had. His work in connection with the 
unemployed had given him a busy time, 
and his officials, he was sorry to say, 


hed been overworked in helping him 


to bring forward the proposals he 
now submitted. He asked sympathy 
and support for the Government’s 
interim proposals and for all the 


proposals which during the next four 
or five years they intended to submit, 
with the object of helping the industrial 
soldier upon whom the marks of misery 
and of poverty too frequently fell, and 
never so hard as when he was in the 
ranks of the unemployed, or an un- 
willing recipient of eleemosynary aid 
in whatever form. 


*Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD (Lei- 
cester) said he hastened to assure his 
right hon. friend that in the programme 
he had outlined in the latter part of his 
speech he would receive the wholehearted 


assistance of the Labour Members. 
They might differ from his right 
hon. friend on some details, but not 
on the broad principles. In his refusal 
to legislate by amending the exist- 


ing Act, and his proposal to deal with 
the unemployed administratively, 
well as in his criticisms of relief works, 
so far as these criticisms 
right hon. friend had their 


as 


whole- 
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He was | 
doing his best to advise local authorities | 


went his | 
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| hearted support and sympathy. The 
| failure of the Unemployed Workmen’s 
Act was, he thought, to a large extent 
its justification. He had been a member 
of the central unemployed body for 
| London practically since its beginning, 
'and he was now chairman of one of 
its committees. The experience he had 
|thus gained had been to a very great 
'extent heartrending. He believed he 
was speaking the mind of the great 
majority of his colleagues when he said 
'they believed that the very fact of that 
revelation having been so heartrending 
placed more responsibility on this House 
to face the problem and study and 
settle the whole question. Let them 
take for instance, the question of relief 
works. It was true those works up to now 
had probably contributed more evil than 
good, although there was no doubt they 
were absolutely necessary in the cireum- 
stances in which they were created. 
But his point was that in fixing labour 
when it ought to be fluid, in making 
labour look to artificial means of support 
when pressure ought to be used to 
induce it to look to ordinary economic 
means of support, and in taking action 
merely to meet the immediate needs of 
the moment they had been undertaking 
experiments which from the point of view 
of social organisation had very largely led 
to evil. The moral was, not that there 
should be no relief works, but that the 
machinery for dealing with exceptional 
unemployment should be created before 
such unemployment had to be faced. 
What sort of legislation was possible if 
they waited until they saw these miserable 
processions of men asking for their alms 
and trying to get at their hearts ? 
Neither their legislative nor their adminis- 
trative experiments under those circum- 
stances would contribute permanently 
to the social amelioration of the country. 
His appeal to his right hon. friend there 
fore was to remember always that the 
energy of his department should be bent 
towards creating some machinery which 
could be practically shut down when it 
was not required, and put into full 
operation again in a very short time. He 
did not place so much reliance as his right 
hon. friend did upon statistics. He had 
gone through a considerable number of 
the Record Papers from which these 
statistics had been compiled. There was 
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not a member of a committee who was! 
responsible for classifying skilled and | 
unskilled labour but must have felt that 
he was doing some injustice. Unskilled, 
yes; but they had been working in a | 
yariety of occupations. They were un- 
skilled in operations in which probably | 
every Member of this House, or nearly | 
every Member, was unskilled. They had 
been doing labourers’ work, wheeling 
barrows up narrow planks, or engaged on 
dangerous dock work. They had been 
assisting more skilled workers, but assist- 
ing them in such a way that was absolutely 


essential if the great machinery of industry | 


was to goon. Unskilled workmen, yes, but 
the unskilled workman was as necessary 
for industry as was the skilled workman. 
{f when depression came the unskilled 
labourer was first of all to go upon the 
streets and seek refuge in the employ- 
ment bureaux they did him an injustice, 
if they regarded him as someone who had 
only slender claims upon society—more 
slender than the skilled man. They had 
a false view of their responsibilities and 
national conditions if they simply put 
that man down in the group of unskilled 
workers and quoted him amongst the 70 
to 95 per cent. of the applications of 
unskilled labourers who did not deserve 
much sympathy. But those figures were 
most fallacious. He had in his possession 
an elaborately got up table regarding the | 
effect of the Unemployed Act, and he 
found that in Birmingham the applicants 
for work who were skilled numbered 
25 percent. (His figures did not quite 
agree with those given by the President 
of the Local Government Board.) The 
percentage of skilled workmen amongst, 
the applications in Bristol was 28 per 
cent., Kast Ham 37 per cent., Leicester 
80 per cent.—and that was owing to the 
introduction of machinery in the town 
which he was trying to represent, where | 
an industrial revolution was going on 
similar to that which took place in the 
cotton trade 150 years ago—Waltham- 
stow 30 per cent., Wolverhampton 25 
per cent., Bolton 2 per cent., Cardiff 12 | 
per cent., Manchester 40 per cent., and | 
Poplar 33 per cent. It would be seen ; 
that the variation was exceedingly great. | 
What they had to remember was that | 


{COMMONS} 


Depts. Estimates, 1906-7, 432 


to differentiate between the kind of 
unemployed. It was no good saying 
toa skilled worker, “ We are going to put 
you upon a farm colony.” The hypo- 
thesis of this Act was that the people to 


‘be benefited under it were only tem- 


porarily out of employment. The skilled 
workman out of employment for a week 
or two would not accept aid from a 
distress committee. If he happened to 
be a trade unionist he would come upon 
the union funds, and if he was not a 
member of any trade union he would 
probably try to borrow money or live 
upon the charity of his old mates who, 
as a rule, were divided only by the very 
thinnest partition from his own deplor- 
able condition. Only when such a man 
had abandoned all hope of being able to 
see the inside of a factory within a 
tolerably short space of time would he 
come before distress committees an 
ask to go to Canada or Hollesley Bay 


or appear in the highways as an 
ordinary street sweeper. The Local 
Government - Board had to discover 


some means by which skilled and un- 
skilled men who had not abandoned all 
hope of getting into work within a short 
period of time might be aided without 
having to go to a distress committee. 
Then, in regard to London, the statistics 
of unemployed women were absolutely 
fallacious. There were scores of women 
in the Borough of Holborn and the City 


‘of Westminster who ought to have been 


helped who did not even know that 


they were beneficiaries under this 
Act. There was no section of the 
community that ought to be more 


readily and carefully helped than the 
unmarried women who had to earn her 
own living, honestly if they could. Then 
there was the case of the widow with a 
young family who had to leave her 
children during the day in order to earn a 
little bread and cheese for them. Those 


were the general observatioas he desired 


tomake. He was glad that the Presiden 


' of the Local Government Board had been 


a little more sympathetic towards farm 
colonies to-day than in the past. He did 
not share the glowing views as to the 
beneficial operation of farm colony exper!- 
ments which some people held, but he 


any attempt to deal with the unemployed, | did look upon them as a_ substantial 


| 

whether by legislative or administrative | 

effort, must be preceded by an attempt | 
Mr. v. Ramsay Macdonald, 


contribution to solving the unemployed 
problem. They could not expect a farm 
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colony to succeed under six or seven 
years. At present they were groping 
their way in the dark. When they sent a 
man down to a farm colony they often 
had to place him upon pasture land 
or abandoned land. ‘They gave him 
a spade, set him to dig a hole, and 





then got him to fill it up again. That 
was discipline, and the men had all) 


to undergo the experience of having their 
hands blistered. It was the a Bc of farm | 
work that a man should be able to dig a | 
hole and fill it up again. That was | 
the reason why Hollesley Bay had not | 
given the boundless measure of satisfac- | 
tion which it might do after it had beeu | 
in operation a few more years. Let | 
them give the farm colonies time. They | 
welcomed the grant for the Consoli- | 
dated Fund in the most hearty way. | 


He was delighted that there was to | 
be no amendment of this Act, and | 


that the policy which had been adopted 
was to enable distress committees to 
carry on their work during the next 
winter. He hoped that from the experi- 
ence that would be gathered the result 
would be that when the amendment of | 
the Act did come about it would be 
a new organisation, lock, stock and | 
barrel. Were they to understand that | 
this grant was only going to be guaranteed | 
for twelve months? His right hon. | 
friend knew full well that the great 
value of this assistance to those who 
would have to distribute it would 
be to have some guarantee that it 
would not suddenly be brought to an 
end. Were they to understand that 
it was in the mind of the right hon. 
Gentleman simply to carry on the work of 
the distress committees as now established | 
until such time as the Government had an | 
opportunity of reconsidering the whole | 
question either in the light of the Report 
of the Poor Law Commission or of the 
experience that would be gathered in 
the meantime? He hoped the change 





mission reported. One could hardly 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS: The R»port is 


expected in two or three years. 


*Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD said 
he was afraid that he could not indulge 
in that optimism, but whilst the change 
of which he had spoken was being con- 
templated might they regard it that 


this grant would be given from the 
Consolidated Fund properly guarded 
and with sufficient generosity and 


regularity to enable them to carry on 
such good work as they were able to 
do with the machinery at their disposal ? 
The general question of unemploy- 
ment would, of course, have to be brought 
up when the various proposals which 
his right hon. friend had outlined in his 
speech were submitted. For the present 
he contented himself with saying that 
any support that might be necessary 
from the Labour Party both inside 
and outside the House would be given 
to the main features of the proposals 
to support the Distress Committees 
which had been placed before the Com- 


| mittee by the President of the Loeab 


Government Board. 

Mr. WALTER LONG said that as he 
was instrumental in carrying through 
Parliament the Act which had _ been 
criticised by the President of the Local 
Government Board, and he was 
responsible for that Department for 
three or four years, he wished to say a 
few words on the subject. The right 
hon. Gentleman had not been quite as 
generous as he might have been to his 
predecessor in office. His memory took 
him back to the debates on the unem- 
ployed question during his own term of 
office and that of his predecessor, but 
never had there been an opportunity for 
such a practical debate as they had had 


as 


| to-day, and never had a Minister been 
/iIn a position to give to the Committee 
| greater information and experience. The 
would come before the Poor Law Com- | 


hope that the Report of that Commission | 


would be laid upon the Table of the 
House before the end of five years; 
but before that time had elapsed he 
hoped they would have a Bill brought in 
carrying into effect the recommenda- 





tions of that report. 


right hon. Gentleman had opened his 
mind to the Committee as to the reforms 
and the remedies that he hoped to intro- 
duce. Of course, it was a mere plati- 
tude to say that the problem of the 
unemployed was not going to be dealt 
with by one single remedy or attempted 
solution. He was not going to quarrel 
with the general policy of the Govern- 
ment, but he said emphatically that all 
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the hopes held out to them this afternoon 
and all the suggestions of policy for the 
future in regard to the housing problem, 
small holdings, allotments, or advances 
of money for other purposes could only 
apply—wise and well-considered though 
they might be—to the reduction of the 
problem many years to come in the future. 
When the present Act was introduced 
for dealing with unemployment the 
Government were face to face with 
a problem which pressed for immediate 
treatment. He admitted that that Act 
was not complete in its form, for, as had 
been said by the hon. Member for 
Leicester, who spoke with much know- 
ledge of this particular subject, if they 
left the treatment of this question until 
it had assumed an acute form in the 
winter when unemployment was, of 
course, more general, they would find 
themselves absolutely unable to deal 
with it. Then followed processions in 
the streets, clamorous, and in many cases 
piteousappeals to the boards of guardians, 


and the inability of these boards to deal | 


with the question. The boards of guar- 
dians, it should be remembered, were 
not constituted to prevent men from 
becoming paupers by bridging them 
over the time of difficulty. They were 
only entitled by law to relieve those who 
were destitute, and the immediate result 
of the relief, which might be of the 
most temporary character, was to 
make them paupers. Experience showed 
that when once people found their 
way on to the poor law or into 
a workhouse it was ten times harder 
to reform or regenerate them and bring 
them back to the position of self-sup- 
porting citizens. Apart from the boards 
of guardians there were the municipal 
councils, and whatever might have been 
the waste and misapplication of money 
under this Act, there was no waste so 
great as there had been under the old 


muu..icipal system of turning on crowds 
of men to do work that was not neces- | 


sary, without supervision or attempt at 
control. The President of the Local 
Government Board had said that some of 
the money which had been spent would 
have been well spent on migration and 
emigration. 
been realised until they had a central 


authority such as was established under | 


this Act of Parliament. 
Mr. Walter Long. 
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That could hardly have 


Before then | 
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(there was no competent body to deal 
with emigration. The only powers were 
those possessed by the boards of guar- 
dians, and the countries to which they 
emigrated people told us that they were 
tired of that system of emigration. 
While these countries were willing to 
take respectable emigrants who were 
not sent out under pauper auspices, 
they were not prepared to take those 
sent by the poor law authorities. There 
fore, if there had been no other return 
from this Act of Parliament than that 
he thought it had worked well in that 
respect and done something worth having. 
For the first time the President of the 
Local Government Board had been able 
to present a statement to Parliament 
showing that to this class belonged many 
of the applicants for special assistance, 
Before the passing of the Act there was 
no statutory authority who could do this 
work. What happened? The winter 
came on and the pressure of the unem- 
ployed became greater, until at last it was 
impossible to turn a deaf ear to their 
appeal and they were dealt with either by 
the boards of guardians or the municipal 
authorities. When he was President of 
' the Local Government Board the boards of 
guardians, not only of London but of the 
provinces, came to the Board with 
piteous appeals for advice as to how they 
were to proceed in the difficulties in which 
they were placed. They knew that many 
of the applicants were respectable men 
able and willing to work, and that it was a 
cruelty to turn them on to the poor law. 
They came forward with various muni- 
cipal works and employed these men on 
them. A great many men so employed 
were by nature, training, or physical 
debilityunsuited for it, and they were not 
able to give a full return in the shape 
of work for the money paid to them. 
He ventured to say that the ex- 
perience that had been gained should be 
made use of. One result ought to be to 
improve the condition of the workers. 
We ought to be able not merely to give 
these men work for a time and then let 
them slip back into the abyss of unemploy- 
ment, but we ought to pass them on to 
permanent work, stronger in body and 
mind, if they were properly supervised 
in the meantime. He was very glad to 
hear what the right hon. Gentleman said 
As 


( 


about the Hollesley Bay experiment. 
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the hon. Member for Leicester truly said, 
he must be a very unwise or very ignorant 
person who was prepared to pass judg- 
ment onfarmcolonies when they were only 
a year or two old. Farm colonies were 
only a small part of the experiments they 
were making. He was very glad to hear 
that the right hon. Gentleman was giving 
careful attention to the Report of the 
Vagrancy Committee appointed by the 
late Government. He _ believed the 
vagrancy question called for prompt treat- 
ment, although this was a free country, 
and he should be reluctant to apply 
primitive methods. But he said em- 
phatically that, in the interest of the 
working men of the country and all 
those who by adversity became un- 
employed, it was essential that this 
vagrancy question should be dealt 
with firmly. There were a numerous 
class of vagrants wandering about the 
country making their living by the 
terrorism which they inflicted on poor 
residents in lonely districts. The law 
was not sufficiently strong to deal with 
them at present, and he hoped the Report 
of the Committee would enable the right 
hon. Gentleman to deal with that part 
of the difficulty. The right hon. Gentleman 
had further said they were not going to 
deal with the difficulty only by legislation. 
He had said the remedy for the difficulty 
must be more extensive than anything 
to be found in the Unemployed Act, and 
had proposed better distribution of capital 
and its proceeds. One remedy should be 
not only that labour should be paid a fair 
wage, but that there should be more 
regular, more certain employment. for 
working men. Undoubtedly they would 
have from time to time, quite apart from 
the vicissitudes of trade, surplus amount 
of labour. If they were not going to 
provide machinery to prevent that 
surplus labour being turned into pauper- 
ism, then they would be satisfied with a 
very insufficient solution. God knew 
that we must expect the creation of 
pauperism out of physical weakness, im- 
morality and drunkenness, but we were 
also putting into our workhouses a 
considerable number of persons not 
intended for paupers. We were making 
paupers of men who were willing and 
anxious to be self-supporting citizens, and 
so long as it could be said that that was 
the case we ought not to be content 
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with our existing powers of dealing 
with the difficulty. He was glad to hear 
that the right hon. Gentleman was not 
going to amend the Act at present. It 
was an experiment, because it was im- 
possible for any body responsible for poor 
law administration to hold his hand and 
do nothing. The right hon. Gentleman 
was quite right in not undertaking 
any reform of the Act until we 
knew more than we did at present. 
He saw no reason to quarrel with 
the right hon. Gentleman for the 
alterations he had made in the financial 
arrangements. It would spread the bur- 
den of the cost over a very much wider 
area and it would probably have the 
effect of preventing unnecessary expendi- 
ture and possible extravagance in certain 
districts. He thought the action which 
the late Government took at the time 
was justified by the circumstances of the 
time. He was sorry that the right hon. 
Gentleman had thought it right to 
make a certain quotation. Anyone 
who was then in Parliament would 
acknowledge that not much popularity 
was obtained by the Minister in office 
at the time. His own friends regarded 
the Bill with suspicion ; and his political 
opponents thought that he had not gone 
far enough. The right hon. Gentleman 
must know that what he would call the 
spade work had been done in the time 
of the late Government. He could 
assure the Committee that when the 
Bill was introduced last year there was 
no idea of courting popularity. It was 
because circumstances demanded action. 
Although, no doubt, they had much 
to learn in regard to the solution of the 
unemployed problem, he believed that 
the Act of last year was a wise and 
prudent measure which had been justified 
by its results. It certainly enabled them 
to approach the problem of the unem- 
ployed better equipped than they would 
have been had not the Act been passed. 


Mr. MASTERMAN (West Ham, N.) 
said he did not wish to disturb the har- 
mony which seemed to prevail in regard 
to the speech and action of the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Local 
Government Board; but he should like 
to pay a tribute to what had been done 
outside the House of Commons for the 
unemployed and to the sound assistance 
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given them in that regard by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Dublin. Those interested in this 
question looked with the utmost in- 
terest to the Bill dealing with unem- 
ployment, first introduced last year, but 
that Bill was withdrawn and another 
introduced and practically passed in 
one afternoon. The general result, he 
contended, was that things were worse 
than if no Act had been passed at all. 
He respectfully congratulated the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board on 
the method he proposed to adopt in 
regard to the amending Unemployed 
Act. He was quite sure that the right 
hon. Gentleman had chosen the only 
possible and practical way. Without 
a provision of machinery and funds 
for dealing with this question it would 
have been offering a stone instead of 
bread. He thought it was a_ great 
thing that the principle of national 
responsibility to provide for the un- 
employed had been accepted by the 
Government. He was not sure that the 
money to be provided was anything like 
sufficient. As a matter of fact, the diffi- 
culty had been not so much in obtaining 
funds as in securing employment for 
these men. He need not say anything 
more than had been stated by the hon. 
Member for Leicester on the question 
of relief committees. He believed that 
the system of temporary relief was 
bad. In some boroughs where the 
municipality had provided three days 
work in the week in the winter it had 
done harm rather than good Most hon. 
Members were familiar with the kind of 
thing which had been done. There had 
been a substitution of hand-sweepers 
instead of horse-sweepers in the streets. 
Anything more grotesque he could not 
imagine. Then, in one part of the East 
End of London, on Wanstead Flats, men 
were set to dig up the grourd for planting 
potatoes, and at arother time to making 
cricket pitches. He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Local Government Board would give 
the Committee some idea to the 
method by which this grant of £200,000 
was to be administered. There was, he 
was glad to say, a revival of trade, and 
he was hopeful that the unemployed 
committees would have their labours 


as 


diminished ; but he knew that in West | 


Mr. Masterman. 
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|Ham, Tottenham, and other parts of 
' greater London and also in some Northern 


‘applied to the £153,000 last year, 
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towns there were still a large number of 
unemployed, and he hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would assure the Com- 
mittee that the grant would be dis- 
tributed according to some _ settled 
scheme. One of the most vicious forms 
of municipal enterprise was an attempt 
to solve the unemployed problem by 


viving a few days employment during 
the winter months. He hoped that 


the £200,000 would be given under 
different conditions than those which 


The 
expenditure of that money no doubt 
diminished to some extent the — sad 
results of the unemployment which 
then prevailed ; but so far as a rational, 
social expetiment was concerned, a 
great deal of the money was wasted. 
Much of the work done was_ useless, 
and it was done at an_ increased 
cost of from &0 to 100° per cent. 
One or two suggestions had been made 
in these distress committees that some- 
thing permanent should be done, but 
the answer was that they had £1,000 
thrown at their heads that day and 
£1,500 to-morrow, and they had not 
secured the permanence which was 
desired. As one who was responsible 
in a measure for the West Ham farm 
colony, he claimed that that was the 
one piece of permanent work done under 
the existing Act. He wanted to see ten 
or twenty more colonies established 
during the coming winter, where men 
could be taught to like country life, and 
trained in agriculture for the colonisation 
of England. He rejoiced in the partial 
conversion of the President, and begged 
him to remember when he was formulat- 
ing schemes for spending the £200,000 
not merely the transitory relief given 
to the unfortunate labourers, but that 
they were engaged in a real social experi- 
ment which, if it succeeded, would give 
us the key to a problem which had 
been exercising social reformers for a very 
long time. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich) said that 
while he had not wished to intervene in 
the debate in existing circumstances— 
he had come down in defiance of his 
doctor—he felt compelled to do so. As 
far as the Act of the last Government 
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was concerned he was delighted with it, 
and he congratulated the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Dublin 
on the moral courage with which he had 
stood up against difficulties in promoting 
the measure. It was absurd to say the 
Act had done no good; £200,000 had 
come out of it that afternoon. Many 
and many a home had been kept which 
would have been broken up to-day but 
for that Act. Tf it had only saved ten 
men the nation ought to be proud of it. 
There seemed to be a notion in the mind 
of the President that nothing could be 
done for the existing unemployed, but 
he pressed the question—-What were 
they going to do with the men who were 
craving for a living now? They must 
do something to stop the rot, considering 
how soon men deteriorated and became 
unemployable when they could find no 
work to do. A man must have some 
work to keep his eye in and his muscles 
at work. The distress committees, how- 
ever, had not acted on that principle. 
But, after all, what had they to offer the 
people ? There were 39,000 applications 
for work in the county of London and 
out of that number 4,000 got work. That 
was one out of ten. What became of the 
others? The Charity Organisation So- 
ciety, of course, said—‘ Let them alone, 
because if you provide a man with work, 
you sap his independence, and therefore 
it is better to let him rely on himself.” 
Of course, if that policy was adopted, 
in the end a coroner’s inquest would be 
held and that would settle the whole 
question. Under the old-fashioned 
system of keeping poor law children in 
the workhouse, as was proved by the 
figures of the Charity Organisation itself, 
for generation after generation the people 
came back to the workhouse. When, 
however, a better system was established 
and the children were treated as human 
beings, as they had been for sixteen 
years, they took their share in the 
world’s work. To-day scores of people 
who were occupying responsible _ posi- 
tions came from the workhouse. As 
to the poor law conference he had 
ro more faith in their decisions than 
he had in those of the Charity Organisa- 
tion Society, although no doubt they were 
very good for finding out impostors. 
But the impostors were very few; per- 
haps they might find one in a hundred, 
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but the other ninety-nine were deserving 
of help to obtain employment. What he 
wanted to know was what the Govern- 
ment were going to do with the able- 
bodied unemployed. They must do some- 
thing, and it was folly for the President of 
the Local Government Board to argue 
that nothing could settle the question. 
He wanted organisations to organise work 
which should not be unproductive. The 
worst kind of toiler even wanted to feel 
that he was earning his daily bread, and 
they could not keep a man for long at 
digging a hole and then filling it up again. 
Every man liked to see some result from 
his labour. They must try to keep the 
manhood in a man and should protect 
a man as soon as possible after he was out 
of employment and help him to get work. 
A man as he had said, soon became 
unemployable, and an employer would 
much rather take on a man who had been 
out of employment a week than a man 
who had been out of employment for 
three months, even if the latter came 
with a clergyman’s recommendation, 
The employer knew that if they were 
out of employment for three months 
their hands would be soft and 
they would not be able to wheel a 
barrow of muck properly. For many 
years they had had deterioration in 
the workhouses. What he asked was 
that they would help these men to 
retain their manhood; that directly a 
man got out of work they should find him 
some employment. There were four 
classes to be dealt with. First, there was 
the vagrant who could be easily dealt 
with. He would keep him under control 
and he would steal his children. He 
would see that they were not dragged 
about by the vagrant. Another class 
that might be difficult to deal with was 
the able-bodied pauper. The able-bodied 
pauper was a man who would loaf about 
the house and get fat. He did not want 
to work. He knew more about the poor 
law than all the guardians put together. 
It was wonderful what an amount of 
intellect lay dominant in an able-bodied 
pauper. The so-called unemployable 
ought not to be at all difficult to handle 
if the Local Government Board brought 
its power and capacity to bear upon the 
question and insisted upon there being a 
real opening for real work for the able- 
bodied pauper to take up. It was the 
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able-bodied pauper that generated the 
unemployable. He would take the so- 
called unemployable, scrub him, get him 
clean, put him on a suit of decent clothes, 
take him into the country and start him 
at the work of turning over the ground. 
When a good man was thrown out of work 
there was nothing that he would turn to 
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He wanted to try and help them to keep 
their manhood. Would the Committee 
help them to do it? The time had gone 
by when men could say, ‘* Poor man, God 
help you, for we cannot.” They had a 
Minister at the Local Government Board 
who knew what all this meant, and he 
rejoiced that the right hon. Gentleman 





was going to make an effort to preserve 
the manhood and the womanhood of 
the nation. 


quicker than the land. Put him on toa 
farm colony or a farm college, let them 
call it what they liked, it meant the same 
thing. He might get a little discon- 
tented with the old country, but he would *Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, Tottenham) 
be fit then for emigration. If they did | said it appeared to him that the Com- 
spend £100 upon him they would at least | mittee was discussing what he, to a large 
have preserved his manhood and the} extent, would call palliative measures 
womanhood of his wife and saved his | for the solution of the problem of the 
family. Parliament could settle every- | unemployed. It seemed to him that the 
thing very easily here, but hon. Members | unemployed difficulty was due in the 
never came forward to see what the | main to two causes. The first was the 

| 

| 

| 





problem was like at close quarters. Let} unequal distribution of wealth, and the 
them imagine for a moment the effect | second the unequal distribution of popu- 
of the closing of a works and the} lation. It would take too many hours to 
throwing out of a large body of men. | discuss the former, but it was advisable to 
It was said that boards oi guardia»s call attention to the fact. One of the 
made paupers. That was not so; it | greatest difficulties the President of the 
was the employers throwing men out | Local Government Board would have to 
of work that made the paupers. All that | encounter in this matter was the unequal 
was left to the guardians was to) distribution of population. He was ex- 
feed them. They had men like those he | tremely glad to notice that in the course 
had described, brave men who would sell | of his statement the right hon. Gentleman 
and part with everything they had rather | made reference to the fact that he was 
than expose their poverty to a distress | trying to take some action with regard 
committee or the poor law guardians, | to the dock labourers in the East End of 
and he rejoiced that in spite of all the London. The right hon. Gentleman 
luxury that some of the boards of guar- | understood as well as anybody could 
dians had given to the applicants that the | that the state of things in East London was 
applicants still hated it and would not | largely due to the 20,000 casual labourers 
come till forced. A man must be hard up | who existed there. If they could elim- 
and hungry and pretty low down when | inate those labourers from East London 
he came to his (Mr. Crook’s) door as one | they would have gone a great way to- 
did last Saturday morning and said— | wards solving the problem of the un- 

“Can you find usa job, Mr. Crooks?” “No, employed in that district. There was a 
my lad, I am sorry I can’t.” “ Do you see | flowing and ebbing tide of population in 
that little chap on crutches? I have five like | the East End of London. There was the 
him at home, and we are hungry and have not | Ravine tide te hn caviouliwenl diakebitie 
broken our fast yet. Am I to be obliged to go | HOWINE tide Irom the agricultural « istricts 
to the relieving officer and take those little; coming in through Canning Town and 
dots to the workhouse because Iam unable to | the ebbing tide of casual labour from 
dad the older districts of East London. The 
result of this was most particularly 
noticed in West Ham, which had been 
the storm centre of unemployment for 
many years past. He had had a great 
deal to do with this question in West 
Ham, and he had passed some very 
hard winters there and had had to 
work from early morning to twelve 
o'clock at night for weeks at a time, 


It was quite easy to look at these matters 
at Westminster, but it was a little diffi- 
cult when one had to meet them at Poplar 
and see the man and his starving family. 
He appealed to the Committe» to back 
up the proposals of the President of the 
Local Government Board and to have no 
fear. We live inan enlightened age, and 
the poor knew the cause of their poverty. 


Mr. Crooks, 
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One of the first things the President of 
the Local Government Board had to do 
with regard to East London was to 
attempt to eliminate the casual labour 
which existed there in such immense 
quantities. Might he make one or two 
suggestions with regard to dock labourers? 
He believed it was possible, supposing 
the directors of the dock companies were 
willing, to form a permanent staff for the 
whole of the docks, so that there would 
be no casual labourers at all. By means 
of the telephone and the telegraph they 
could concentrate the labourers in any 
one dock just as occasion required. 
Then he would suggest that the casual 
labourers be taken out of East London. 
While they remained there they only 
complicated the problem. Deterioration 
in working class life set in immediately 
labour became casual. Nothing more 
demoralising could be imagined than 
having to wait hour after hour 
at the dock or factory gates in the hope 
of finding work, which was only to be 
obtained once in a dozen times. And yet 
they expected these men to be honest 
and honourable citizens, and pay their 
rent and debts. It was absolutely 
impossible. The only thing that could 
be done was for the President of the 
Local Government Board to bring his 
influence to bear on the dock directors, or 
by some other means to form a permanent 
staff at the docks, and then distribute 
the casual labour. That was the ex- 
planation of all the difficulties that now 
confronted relief committees. How could 
they have classification when there were 
thousands of casual labourers in East 
London and elsewhere complicating the 
problem? And yet classification was at 
the root of the matter. They could not 
classify until this large casual element 
was eliminated. He was very glad to 
hear the reference of the President of the 
Local Government Board to the question 
of organising on a permanent basis the 
casual labourers of East London. 
Nothing better could be done. They 
talked about permanent remedies. A great 
many of the remedies that had been 
suggested were not and could not 
be permanent. It was no use putting 
men to work for a few weeks at a time, 
with the knowledge that at the end of 
that time they would fall back into 


the old rut. What was wanted was 
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some form of permanent work if pos- 
sible. He had always felt that what 
they had todo wasif possible to create a 
new trade. He only knew of one that 
could be started in England and employ a 
large number of men and be profitable, 
and that was afforestation. All the 
evidence was on his side so far as Depart- 
mental Reports and Commissions were 
concerned. Afforestation was one of the 
most important industries in the world. 
Germany had shown what a large number 
of men could be employed and main- 
tained by this occupation; and though 
he did not contend that in England 
it could be done to the same ex- 
tent, he did say that there were 
10,000,000 acres of land in the United 
Kingdom suitable for the purpose, and 
it would be a great blunder if they were 
to overlook the possibilities of this form 
of industry. It was estimated by a very 
eminent expert that if we had allowed 
Ireland to keep her own forests, and had 
not allowed certain landlords and land- 
grabbers to denude the land, the forests 
would be worth at the present time at 
least £100,000,000 sterling. He did not 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to make a large experiment 
to start with, but in conjunction with 
the Minister for Agriculture and the 
Commissioners for Woods and Forests, 
some experiment might be made in this 
direction following on the recommenda- 
tion of the Departmental Committee. 
Then there was the matter of labour 
bureaux. Up to the present, discussions 
inside the House and outside had all gone 
on the assumption that the facts were 
known. Until quite recently, however, 
we knew nothing like the facts, and 
even now we did not know how many 
unemployed there were in England 
within a hundred thousand. We 
could only come to an approximate con- 
clusion. If labour employment bureaux 
could be established in London on a 
scientific basis—such for example as those 
in Germany or Copenhagen—it would 
greatly aid the President of the Local 
Government Board in his endeavours 
to arrive at a solution of the problem. 
In Munich the year before last, through 
the agency of the labour bureau, 
83,000 applications were received for 
situations, 63,000 situations were offered, 
and 50,000 situations were filled. He 
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could mention half-a-dozen other in- | to Canning Town in the hope of getting 
stances equally striking. Whathad been | work, and got casual employment in 
donein London? If they examined the | the docks. He followed the course of 
reports of the various bureaux established | that man for some eighteen months ; 
up to the present time, they would almost | he was doing casual work all the time, 
be able to count on their fingers the | not earning more than 15s. or 16s. a 
number of men and women for whom | week, out of which he paid 5s. or 6s. a 
employment had been found. week for rooms. He lost sight of him 
for a time, but two years afterwards he 

Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) said | found him in the London docks. He 
there was one important difference | was a man of sterling character and a 
between England and Germany. If it | teetotaller, with a charming wife, but 
were only known how many situations | in their new surroundings both the man 
had been secured by trade unions in | and his wife had become drunkards. Their 
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this country it would be found that they 
did the work. 


*Mr. ALDEN said that was perfectly 


true, but there were an enormous number | 


of men out of work who were not in the 
trade unions. 


Mr. J. WARD: That is a fact. 


*Mr. ALDEN said he frankly confessed 
that his sympathies were with the trade 
unionists, but at the same time he also 
wanted to see non-unionists helped. He 
had known of men walking about for six 
weeks trying to find work when work 
was close at hand and would have been 
found if labour bureaux had been in 
existence. He hoped the President of 
the Local Government Board would insist 
on their establishment all over the 
country with a centre in London, so that 
at any given time one might ascertain 
from the central labour department how 
many unemployed there were in England 
and what steps were required to be 
taken in order to assist them. It would 
also greatly assist the right hon. Gentle- 
man in the distribution of the money he 
was prepared to spend. The only cri- 
terion of the needs of a district was the 
number of unemployed, and how could 
that information be obtained unless we 
had properly-managed labour bureaux ? 
Let them extend their sympathies a little 
more widely and broadly to all sections 
cf the unemployed irrespective of their 
present condition. He wondered how 
many hon. Members had seen men become 
unemployable. He had seen a first rate 
man come up from the country with his 
wife, who had been a dairymaid. The 
man. had always been in regular employ- 
ment on the land until then. He came 

Mr. Alden, 


two children had died and they were 
living in one room absolutely demoralised 
and degraded. He had seen the same 
| process going on in hundreds of cases. 
| Consequently he asked the Committee to 
temper its judgment with mercy and 


extend a helping hand to __ those 
men who were down in the mire. 
He was sure the President of the 


Local Government Board would help 
any man if he could. As for labour 
colonies, if they were not fit for anything 
else—and many of them were not suitable 
| places for the good men amongst the un- 
| employed—they were fit to be a sort of 
haven of refuge and mercy for the men 
who were so low down that there was no 
other hope for them in the world. He 
i trusted the right hon. Gentleman would 
do his best to help some of these inferior 
men, because whilst they were in London 
they were only ruining the rest of the 
population and making it harder for the 
good men to get work. He would sug- 
gest that labour colonies should be used 
for these men who were what had 
been called unemployable, instead of 
allowing them to remain in the streets 
going from bad to worse. He thanked 
the right hon. Gentleman for his words 
of sympathy, but it should not be for- 
gotten that after all, the chief causes of 
the unemployed difficulty, as he said at 
the outset, were the unequal distribution 
of wealth and the unequal distribution 
of population. 





Str CARNE RASCH (Essex, Chelms- 
ford) said he only rose to express his 
respectful agreement with the right hon. 
Gentleman in what he had said with 
regard to farm colonies. He had had 
some experience on the subject and he 
knew what had been done at Hadleigh. 
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that of Mr. Weller, was “ extensive and 
peculiar.” He knew the courage and 
determination which had been displayed 
by the Salvation Army at Hadleigh, 
but he did not think the colony there 
had been a success. If they wanted | 
to make farm colonies a success they | 
would have to get the men on them 
earlier. It was no good taking men at 
the age of forty or fifty and telling them 
to dig. Some of these men did not know 
barley from oats, a cock from a hen, or 
mangel wurzels from turnips, and yet 
they expected them to succeed on farm | 
colonies. The hon. Member for Leicester 
was quite right when he said that all 
these men had to do was to dig a hole 
one day and fill it up the next. It was 
a good gallery business for some people, 
but it would not do, because they were 
begining at the wrong end. These men 
had not the physical energy to work, and 
knew nothing about farming. His own 
idea was that the bulk of these farm 
colonies were generally started by some 
land agent who wanted to get rid of bad 
land and a job, and he got some philan- 
thropist who wanted a title to run it. 
If they put young men on the land they 
might make something of them, but old 
men would be no good on the farm; they 
might just as well throw their money 
into the sea. 


His knowledge upon that subject, | 
| 


*Mr. VIVIAN (Birkenhead) expressed 
his approval of the sympathy shown 
by the President of the Local 
Government Board and the earnest 
way in which he was attempting to 
tackle this problem. It was sometimes 
assumed that unless they were prepared 
to agree with an attempted solution that 
they knew to be wrong they had no 
sympathy. In his opinion it was better to 
attempt no solution at all than the 
wrong one. That might-be considered an 
unkind, perhaps an unsympathetic atti- 
tude, but he’firmly believed init. If they 
were to solve this problem on wrong lines 
and thereby create more problems than 





they were settling it would be far better 
to stand still. He hoped the President of | 
the Local Government Board would be 
able to give an assurance that the 
scheme could be worked out or lines that 
would ensure success in the .iministra- 





tion of the fund. His own view was that 
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it was impossible to blend the solution of 
this problem with the ordinary local life 
of the community. It required to be 
taken in hand in a more methodical way 
than it was likely to be by a scratch 
committee of amateurs, brought together 
partly as a result of local favouritism. 
In the creation of the machinery indicated 
in the observations of the President of the 
Local Government Board some strong 
central body would need to be set up to 
ensure that in the expenditure of the 
money they got the maximum of 
efficiency with the minimum of waste 
and corruption, He hoped the right 
hon. Gentleman would secure as far as 
possible that the attempts at the solution 
of this problem would in no way interfere 
with or discourage the increase of trade 
union influences and the bringing of men 
together in self-governing bodies, such as 
friendly societies, where they would be able 
to solve these problems better for them- 
selves. In his opinion, there would be 
no solution of this problem until they had 
abolished the penniless man, who, the 
moment his earning power ceased, was face 
to face with want, and mustspread thecircle 
of want because of his lack of purchasing 
power. He believed it was possible for 
this Government, if it would tackle other 
problems in a radical way, to set at work 
influences that would do far more to 
solve the unemployed problem perman- 
ently than any amount of tinkering in the 
way some of their friends had suggested. 
For instance, they were not solving the 
unemployed problem if over a wide area 
they spent 2 large sum of money and got 
only afraction of its value back in results 
While doing what they could in a chari- 
table direction, they must not fail to set at 
work influences that within themselves 
had the ereative force that would make 
for a lessening of the supply of the cases 
that became unemployed and unemploy- 
able. People would be able to think 
more clearly on the subject if they had 
more scientific information as to theorigin 
of the unemployed and unemployable. 
He would like to know, for example, what 
proportion of these unemployed men had 
returned from the war. How many of 
them were Reserve men, who, as the result 
of the war, had theirnormal life broken up 
and who on their,return where unable to 
settle down in the old way ? He was not 
saying that these men should not have 
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gone to the war; he merely said that 
satisfactory and reliable information on 
the point would enable them to 
come to a _ better conclusion with 
regard to the problem. He hoped they 
would not as the result of all these ex- 
periments, helpful as they might be even 
in dealing here and there with people who 
had become unemployable, have their 
attention taken away from those other 
great reforms which the President of the 
Local Government Board had _ fore- 
shadowed: he referred to the attempt to 
deal with the agricultural districts in 
order to make agriculture more scientific , 
and to introduce co-operation among 
those interested—labourers, small holders 
and others. That of itself would set up 
influences which would keep men from 
coming into the big cities. By being 
retained on the land these people, in- 
stead of being a drain on the resources 
of the country would, as a matter of fact, 
contribute to the national wealth and 
character. He would beg those who 
were tackling this problem not to forget 
the question of the land. He hoped 
that when the promised measures were 
brought forward it would be found that 
the Government had a bold land policy 
which would enable men in the rural 
districts to get land cheap. He would 
rather see increased facilities for loans 
given to the Public Works Loans 
Commissioners or some other public 
body, and the national credit placed at 
the disposal of those agencies which 
were working out a solution of the 
problem ina more effective way than was 
possible on a basis of charity. They 
should not discourage those forces 
that made for self-help and thrift, for 
so long as there were hundreds of thou- 
sands always on the verge of poverty 
without a penny of reserve there would 
be no permanent solution of the unem- 
ployed problem. 


*Mr. J. WARD (Stoke-on-Trent) 
thought they had been discussing the 
question of the unemployed from the 
wrong end. What they wanted was 
to try and so shape the policy of the 
country as to prevent men from becoming 
unemployed. He was delighted with the 
proposals of the President of the Local 
Government Board, particularly with the 
proposal to put into operation in this 

Mr. Vivian. 
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country provisions similar to those 
employed in dealing with Irish rural 
housing. If they could only deal with 
the question here on the same scale 
and in the same proportion to population 
they need not discuss the Unemployed 
Act at all, because there would be no 
unemployed to deal with. There would 
be work for all, and the grant of 
£200,000 would not be necessary. If 
the President of the Local Government 
Board proceeded, and introduced a Bill 
to enable local authorities to acquire 
land for the purpose of dealing with 
rural and urban housing along the lines 
which had taken practical shape as far as 
Ireland was concerned, it would involve 
a proposal to spend nearly £20,000,000, 
and he believed the spending of that 
money on useful works of that descrip- 
tion would be far more beneficial, and 
the results far more satisfactory, than 
would accrue frum the spending of 
£200,000 upon relief works. It had been 
suggested that the whole of the trouble 
was due to the fact that there was an 
unequal distribution of wealth in the 
country. There again he thought there 
was a slight error. Many men who had 
studied the matter had come to the 
conclusion that so long as private owner- 
ship of land, and private ownership of the 
means of producing wealth, and conse- 
quently the means of employing labour, 
was inthe hands of comparatively few 
people there would be suffering from 
periodical depression and want of em- 
ployment. The existence of the un- 
employed seemed part and parcel of 
our constitution and present methods of 
production. It was along these lines they 
ought to deal with the problem. He 
believed that if the House had the 
courage to deal with the question of 
hours of labour on something like a 
general basis, with something like scien- 
tific knowledge as to the differences of 


trade and differences of locality, it 
would solve the problem for many 
years to come. The advance in 
labour-saving machinery and the 


development of new industries might 
require an amendment in future years, 
but it was quite clear that it was 
an anomaly to have men walking the 
streets vainly looking for work while a 
large proportion of other men were work- 
ing excessively long hours. These two 
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things were a contradiction, and surely 
the wisdom of Parliament ought to be 
sufficient to solve the problem. He did 
not for a moment suppose that the 
House of Commons was going to deal with 
the subject in a heroic manner. Since 
he had attended Parliament he had come 
to the conclusion that probably every- 


thing under the sun would be tried to 
solve the problem except the right 
thing. The right thing would be the 


last one thought of. Every Member 
would agree that an enormous number 
of men were working excessively long 
hours, thereby keeping other men out 
of employment, and consequently the 
shortening of the hours of labour would 
solve the problem to a great extent. 


Supposing 1t was possible for the Presi- | 


dent of the Board of Trade to introduce a 
sill making it compulsory for railway 
companies to adopt an eight hours system 
for their servants in future, or supposing 
that the whole of the mining industry was 
worked on an eight hours day, and that 
Government employees and municipal 
employees were treated in the same 
way. He thought it was along these 
lines that they should go if they pos- 
sibly could in order to prevent chronic 
unemployment from appearing. These 
were the only safe lines on which 
they could proceed in attempting to 
deal with the problem. With regard 
to farm colonies he shared the suspicion 
of the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. Suppose there were collected 
together a number of watchmakers, 
engineers, compositors and men belong- 
ing to other trades, and they were dumped 
down in a particular locality and provided 
with spades. That was not going to 
solve the problem in the slightest degree. 
Possibly it could be done by an altera- 
tion in the land system, not with the 
view of creating a number of proprietors, 
but by allowing the municipalities to have 
the power of compulsorily acquiring land 
and letting it out on reasonable and fair 
terms, and even assisting those who were 
willing to undertake the tilling of a 
block of land by giving them tools 
and seeds, and _ generally 
them in a hundred other ways. When 
he said that they were discussing this 
subject from the wrong end, he spoke 
as one who had been unemployed him- 
self. 


{19 Jury 1906} 
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most pathetic was that 
of an honest workman looking for 
employment. He had walked the streets 
of London for six or eight weeks some- 
times, and once in 1886 he walked the 
streets for sixteen weeks looking for work, 
getting scarcely anything to eat all day. 
Then towards evening when the works 
were closing he had to walk home through 
the mud and sludge to the place where 
he was living. Probably that was the 
most doleful sight and the most heart- 
breaking experience that could possibly 
be imagined. That sort of thirg 
went on from day to day without 
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one of the 


any prospect of being able to pro- 
vide for those dependent on _ the 
man who was looking for employ- 
ment. It was only necessary to be in 


that position to know how serious this 
problem was, and how essential it was to 
find a solution. 


*Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) said he 
had listened with great pleasure to the 
speeches of the hon. Member for Stoke- 
on-Trent and the hon. Member for Birken- 
head. Until they spoke the Committee 
had concentrated too much attention 
on the question of dealing with the unem- 
ployed when they existed, and too little 
to preventing their existence. Almost 
everybody had expressed approval of 
the speech of the President of the Local 
Government Board, and, though he 
shared the approval of that speech, 
he was not quite sure whether the 
approval had been given so much 
to his proposals as to his speech. 
Personally he approved of the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman, but 
not of his proposal that a grant of 
£200,000 should be given in aid of the 
unemployed fund. He thought that 
that grant would intensify the evil 
rather than remove it. If £200,000 was 
going to be given for the relief of the 
unemployed, there would soon be found 
more unemployed than ever. It was 
like the story of the old lady who was 
told by her gardener that the sparrows 
were eating up the fruit buds of the 
trees in the orchard, and who put out 
bread crumbs to entice them away from 
the buds. She cut up a half-a-quartern 
loaf every day, but found that she only 
attracted additional sparrows to her 
In like manner, he insisted 
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that if they were going to give £200,000 
to the unemployed under the scheme 
of the right hon. Gentleman, there 
would probably be more unemployed 
than ever. He was confident that the 


right hon. Gentleman would do his 
best to use this money so as not to 
accentuate the evil but to try to 


prevent it. He did not believe that 
by spending the taxpayers’ ‘money 
they could reduce the number of the 
unemployed, because every man relieved 
was counterbalanced by another man 
who had been thrown out of work. 
Another thing he wished to point out 
was the wastefulness of all forms of relief 
work. The hon. Member below him had 
admitted how difficult it was to find suit- 
able work for men out of employment— 
and in practice nearly all the work 
invented for the unemployed was useless 
work. The hon. Member for Leicester 
agreed that digging a hole and _ filling 


it up again was the beginning of 
a training in agriculture. He him- 
self had worked for several months 


as an agricultural labourer, but never 
once had he been asked to dig holes 
in the ground in order to fill them up 
again. He agreed with the hon. Member 
for Stoke-upon-Trent that what they 
had to do was to see whether they could 
not prevent the evil of unemployment. 
Not only would a grant do nothing 


to diminish the number of the un- 
employed; it would do something 
to increase it, for it would’ tend 


to weaken the trade union movement, one 
great feature of which was the giving 
of assistance to members out of work. 
After all, the whole problem was a matter 
of wages. The ideal they had to set 
before themselves was the raising of the 
wages of the whole community, so that 
every man would be able himself to pro- 
vide for his unemployed time. 


Mr. GEORGE ROBERTS (Norwich) 
said he was very glad that they had had 
such a sympathetic speech from the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Local Government Board. He had 
never been uncharitably disposed to- 
wards Cabinet Ministers of whatever rank, 
but he confessed that they had not often 
had such sympathetic references from a 
Cabinet Minister as had fallen that 
afternoon from the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. Harold Cox. 


{COMMONS} 
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Ke quite agreed with the President of 
the Local Government Board that this 
problem was not going to be solved by one 
Minister or by one Government. He 
quite anticipated it would be many 
generations before a solution was arrived 
at. Until something was done towards 
adjusting the nation’s labour to the 
nation’s needs there would always be the 
anomaly of some men working too long, 
while others were unable to find a pur- 
chaser for their labour at all. He had 
heard with astonishment that the hours 
of railway servants could not possibly 
be reduced because the branch lines could 
not pay any dividends. He agreed with 
the right hon. Gentleman that, after all, 
farm colonies and other expedients which 
had been resorted to were merely pal- 
liatives; and he regretted that the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
had not placed anything tangible before 
the Committee. What they had to do 
was to get the people back to the land 
and give them an opportunity of develop- 
ing their latent powers and the national 
resources. But they ought to go further 
back than that and begin in the schools 
of the country. He was very pleased 
at the speech of the President of the 
Local Government Board not because 
of its actual terms, but because it in- 
dicated the right line along which they 
should travel towards reconstructing 
society in such a way that they could 
say there was a place in it for everybody. 
They were sometimes inclined to be 
censorious about the unemployed work- 
men, and they had been told that very 
few members of trade unions or benefit 
societies had made applications for relief. 
But he himself had seen men of capacity 
and sobriety who had been displaced from 
employment by the encroachment. of 
machinery. They had for a time lived 
on their savings, but these could not last 
for ever; and a limit had even to be 
placed on trade union benefits. In his 
own trade they paid five weeks benefits 
for unemployment, but for eight weeks 
in the quarter the men had to rely on their 
own resources. In the five largest 
trade unions last year they paid out 
£600,000 for unemployed benefits. It 
seemed strange to him that they should 
be discussing the question of the unem- 
ployed during the summer, because he 
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could remember the day when this ques- 
tion was regarded as a seasonal one 
which only arose during the winter 
months. They were, it appeared, how- 
ever, now cognisant of the fact that 
the unemployed problem was always 
with us. We now knew that there 
were always unemployed and recognised 
that in consequence there was something 
wrong with our social system, and that 
without a large re-organisation of society 
there could be no solution of this problem. 
He wished to know whether the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board had 
in contemplation any legislation for 
restricting the hours of labour upon our 
railways ard in other industrial concerns. 
If such a policy was pursued, it would 
lead to a wider diffusion of labour among 
the working classes, and would be a 


corollary to the distribution of the 
wealth of the nation which seemed 
to be desirable. The mere grant of 


£200,000 was not the attractive part 
of the proposal of the President of the 
Local Government Board, because 
small measures could have no effect at 
all. Something bold and heroic was 
needed, and he thought that the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board saw 
that more comprehensive steps were 
necessary. It was true that they could 
not solve this problem in a day or in a 
week, or even in a year; still they could 
lay the foundation for a state of things 
in which a man who was willing to work 
would be able to obtain employment. 


*Mr. ELLIS DAVIES (Carnarvonshire, 
Eifion) said he had had some little 
experience in regard to this question in 
a constituency which was not merely 
industrial, but where the evil they had 
to deal with, although not so great as 
in large towns, was still of an aggra- 
vated character and a matter of con- 
siderable difficulty. In his constituency 
they had made inquiries and in the 
course of two months they found there 
were at least 1,000 men who were not 
seeking for charitable help, but were 
looking for work and to whom work was 
necessary in order to maintain them- 
selves and their wives and families. A 
good deal had been said about the migra- 
tion from the villages to the towns, but 
what was the cause of that? The cause 


{19 Juty 1906} 
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of the migration of the agricultural 
labourer to the towns was the fact that 
at the present moment the farmer had 
no security of tenure. Indeed, he had 
no security of any kind, if he invested 
his capital in the land, that he or those 
dependent upon him would reap the 
benefit of his labour and capital. The 
result was that there was a large amount 
of land lying idle and a large amount of 
capital unemployed. Because the tenant 
was in this position, the labourer was not 
employed. To that must be added the 
question of housing, and he trusted the 
provisions of the Labourers Bill would 
be applied to England and Wales. The 
saddest problem with which they had 
to deal was the case of men who were 
neither loafers not idlers, but who could 
not find work through inefficiency aris- 
ing from physical weakness or advancing 
years. A man who found himself out 
of work at fifty years of age was in a 
hopeless position, and his difficulties 
were bound to increase in consequence of 
competition, and because of the burdens 
put upon theemployers. The result of this 
burden was that an employer was bound 
to secure and retain in his service only 
the most efficient men for the pro- 
duction of wealth. That was a problem 
which they must face. If through the 
force of competition and the burdens put 


| upon him the employer was put to greater 


expense, the workman could not look 
to him for charity. It was, however, the 
basis of civilisation and of every human 
society that the State should protect 
human life, and he held that the State 
should also see that a man had an op- 
portunity of maintaining that life in a 
reasonable state of comfort. The Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
was going to hand over £200,000 and he 
was very pleased that the Government 
were going to take that step. There was, 
however, the danger that it might para- 
lyse voluntary effort, as had been the 
case in his own county, when public 
funds had been used even for permanent 
work. It was, however, essential that the 
claims of these men should be considered 
in a sympathetic spirit, and he urged 
the Government to hand money to the 
county councils to spend on the main 
roads, which were matters of national 


concern. 
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*Mr. G. A. HARDY (Suffolk, Stow- | 
market) said that it was the first time he | 
had had the opportunity of addressing | 
the House, and he did not intend to err on 
the side of length. He had only one sug- 
gestion to put forward to the President 
of the Local Government Board. He 
wished that the right hon. Gentleman 
could see his way, by putting judicious 
pressure upon boards of guardians of 
the country, to withdraw the children 
who were now living in the workhouses | 
and put them instead into ‘scattered | 
homes.” If that were done it would | 
result in the rearing of children to 
become honest hardworking men and 
women instead of letting them become, 
as many thousands did, habitual paupers. 
There were 60,000 pauper children, and 
only 8,500 were living in “scattered 
homes.” The result of the scattered 
home system had been immensely to 
benefit the children, and through them 
the nation. In the district which 
he represented on the London County 


Council there were scores of people | 
who had been in the workhouses | 
for the past twenty years and who | 
were brought up as_ children in| 


workhouses, returning to them again as 
paupers. He had visited one of these 
scattered homes in order to satisfy him- 
self of the efficacy of the system. He 
found that for the cost of the child 
in the workhouse, viz., 20s. a week, 
it could be looked after in one of these 
homes by a foster mother at 8s. 6d. a 
week ; it would be removed from the work- 
house taint; and when these children 
arrived at the age of fourteen or fifteen, 
situations could be found for them with- 
out the employers knowing that they had 
been pauper children. The children in 
these scattered homes had_ brightness 
and happiness that was absent from 
their unfortunate companions in the 
workhouse. He urged the President of the 
Local Government Board earnestly to 
take the matter into his consideration 
and make it imperative upon guardians 
to adopt these scattered homes for the 
children instead of putting them into the 
workhouse. 


Mr. BARNARD _ (Kidderminster) 
urged the President to get his Department 
to hasten on some of those schemes | 
which many local authorities were anxious ' 
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to carry into effect to provide work for 
thousands of unfortunate people during 
the coming winter. 


*Mr JOHN BURNS, replying to the 


| various points which had been raised, 


said he was pleased that the question 


of the dock labourers’ had _ been 
| referred to, but was afraid the hon. 
Member for Tottenham had - attri- 


| buted to him greater influence than he 


could hope to command in regard to the 
dock labour question in the East End of 
London. His old antagonists, the 
dock directors, to their credit, had done 
a great deal to mitigate the evils of casual 
employment during the last few years. 
Greater regularity of employment had 
been secured for many classes of dock 
labourers to such an extent that now 
many of the present difficulties in the 
East End were the inevitable consequences 
of converting casual labour into more 
regular employment. A smaller number 
of men were now given regular work, 
and that left a greater responsibility 
for those who could not get even casual 
work. There were three or four districts 
in this country, and the East-End was 
one, where no other remedy was possible 
but migration or emigration. When 
they had 2,000 men in one parish for 
whom there was never any probability 
of work, it was time to adopt exceptional 


and perhaps unpopular remedies. He 
did not trouble about unpopularity, 
if the right thing were done. If by 


migration the evils of West Ham could 
be mitigated, then West Ham had got to 
move on, and if the evils of Poplar could 
only be cured by emigration he was 
prepared to be unpopular and_ start 
emigration schemes for Poplar. As to 
municipalities being appealed to, he 
knew one municipality which had adopted 
the very sensible course of not giving 
employment to any man under forty 
years of age for work that did not require 
much physical energy, such as caretakers 
and watchmen. Younger and more 
vigorous men should be too proud to take 
jobs more fitted for old men. The hon. 


‘Member for Tottenham had said that a 
‘new industry must be invented. The 


Government were considering, and he 
believed the result would be effective and 
speedy action, whether the Board of Agri- 
culture co-operating with the department 
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in charge of woods and forests, could | 
not set apart from 8,000 to 10,000 | 
acres of land for some economic and | 
self-supporting development of afforesta- | 
tion and thereby create a new trade. 
The Member for North West Ham wanted | 
an idea of how the money would be | 
granted. In the distribution of this 
money it would be better to err on the 
side of being too hard, because it would 
permanently damage any scheme if 


{19 JUL 


through mistaken sympathy they allowed | 
their hearts to run away with their. 
heads in spending the ratepayers’ money. | 


He had refused to allow one town of 
150,000 inhabitants, where they had 
only six men out of work, to set up a 
distress committee. In a town of that 


size he would not allow a distress com- | 


mittee if they had sixty men out of work. 
This £200,000 would be distributed accord- 
iig to the necessity, the poverty, and 
the unemployment of the district. 
Might he respectfully say to one who 
sympathised with West Ham perhaps 
more than any other district in England 
or Wales that some of West Ham’s 


troubles might be due to the fact that it | 


was willing to receive money for any pur- 
pose from any quarter, and was not 
altogether so wise or cautious in its ex- 
penditure as it might be? He was not 
so sure that the newspaper funds that 
were started the winter before last and 
to some extent last year did not do more 
harm than good to the districts tempor- 
arily cursed by mistaken and unorganised 
charity. With reference to the farm 
colony, he would be sympathetic to- 
wards it. He paid it one visit and he 
hoped during the vacation to pay two or 
three more visits, and if it was not doing 
the work he liked he would do his best 


as the arbiter of this money to see that | 


even West Ham was kept decently and 
in order. The hon. Member for North 


West Ham, being an enthusiast, attributed | 


a little too much to labour colonies, 


even the good ones, as training schools | 


for emigrants. When he was in Canada, 
before the election, agricultural experts 
there told him that very frequently the 
man who made the best show in agricul- 
ture and farming in Canada was the man 
who knew the least about agricultural 
methods in this country, because he was 
more adaptable. Even the best of these 
farm colonies, that at Hollesley Bay, 
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had only emigrated in eighteen months 
thirty-two men out of 800 who had gone 
there. But he was not grumbling at that, 
and he wished the farm colonies success. 
The late President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board did not think he was generous 
enough in a quotation he had made. He 
stumbled into that quotation, and he 
did not think it ought to have been made. 
He was sorry he made it, and if it dis- 
pleased the right hon. Gentleman he 
withdrew it. He did not intend to be 
ungenerous, but he had a right to express 
his disapproval of an Act which many 
people had adversely criticised, and 
which, notwithstanding everything that 
had been said this afternoon, still had 
many defects, one of which had to be 
rectified by a proposal this afternoon. 
| The hon. Member for Leicester, to whom 
he was particularly grateful for his 
sympathetic speech, quoted certain 
towns in which the proportion of skilled 
| artisans was larger than that which he 
had given, but they were both approxi- 
mately right, because the cases quoted 
by his hon. friend were a small number 
of the total he had taken. His hon. 
friend then put in a plea for the women. 
'He did not say that the number of 
women who had registered themselves 
showed the volume of female unem- 
ployed. Women sufferel in patience, 
and for that reason they ought to be 
more sympathetic to them. He had 
given a practical example of that. His 
hon. friend said that he was pleased to 
notice that he (Mr. Burns) was more 


sympathetic to farm colonies than 
hitherto. A minister had no right to 
incorporate in his ministerial work 


either his private opinions or personal 
prejudices which he might have had on 
any subject before becoming a minister. 
It was the business of ministers to be 
'the servants of the House of Commons, 
and the slaves of the public, and they 
had no right to push unduly their per- 
sonal opinions, and while holding his 
| pristine views as a private individual, 
| he was prepared as a minister to take 
|at least during the experimental period 
la sympathetic view towards the econo- 
|mic vagaries which in farm colonies 
| sometimes found their most eccentric 
| expression. The hon. Member for 
| ee said that much of the un- 


‘employed problen was largely due to 
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the fact that there were so many 
penniless men. In his judgment, higher 
wages more wisely spent was one of the 
best solutions of the unemployed pro- 
blem. We had penniless men because 
we had too many thirsty men. 
were many men who could not make 
both ends meet merely because they 
were always trying to make one end 
drink, 
which spent £160,000,000 — on 
£50,000,000 on sport, and 


The Proposed 


to enable them to tide over bad times. 
In the Census returns there were two 
classes of unemployed. One class, 
varying from 150,000 to 300,000, were 
the casuals and the unemployed work- 
men who took part in_ processions. 
The other class of unemployed, who 
did not organise or ask for aid from 
the rates and taxes, numbered about 
520,000 between the ages of twenty and 
sixty-five. According to the Census 
they had so little work that they did not 
record the fact that they got their living 


by any form of work. He believed that | 


means would have to be devised by 
which, either through rates better spent 
or the income-tax more 


employed poor who were seen in .our 
streets. He thanked the Committee for 


the reception they had given to this aspect | 


of the work of his Department. On 
behalf of his officials who had helped 
in this matter in and out of season, day 
and night, he was particularly grateful 
for the way his remarks had been received 
this afternoon. He assured the Com- 
mittee he would spare no effort to 
grapple with the temporary problem, 
and he hoped that his Department 
would be able to make concrete pro- 


posals for the removal of the causes | 


which were responsible for our having 
in our midst men who were willing to 
work but were unable to obtain employ- 
ment. The unemployed problem had 
been advanced a long distance by that 


discussion, and he thanked all sections | 
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There | 


It seemed to him that a nation | 

drink, | 
another | 
£50,000,000 as the direct and indirect. 
consequences of both, a total equal to | 
the value of our export trade, ought to. 
be able to give sufficient wages to men | 


judiciously | 
invested, relief might be given to the un- | 
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| *Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) desired to ask the help of the 
| President of the Local Government 
| Board in a matter of administration 
_very closely connected with the question 
before the Committee. He referred to 
the boarding-out of children. A new 
/order was issued in 1905 for children 
'boarded-out without the union. He 
would ask whether a similar revision of 
the order for children boarded-out with- 
| in the union could be given. They wanted 
a new order in regard to three points in 
particular where they found themselves 
hampered in getting children out of the 
workhouse, No child above three years 
of age ought ever to see the inside of a 
workhouse. They required larger powers 
over the children of vagrant parents who 
come in and out of their workhouses, 
Boarding-out was the most hopeful way 
of dealing with such children. They 
wanted the right hon. Gentleman to 
raise the amount which could be paid 
'for boarding-out children within the 
‘union to that permitted for boarding 
‘out without the union, At present they 
were only allowed to pay 4s. in the 
former case as against 5s. in the latter 
Lastly, he wanted the right hon. Gentle- 
/'man to make boarding-out committees 
compulsory within as well as without 
the union. Then there would be an 
extension of the boarding-out system to 
the great benefit of the coming generation. 


Army Reductions. 


| Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
| S.W.) said they had heard a great deal 
about the East End of London, but up to 
‘this moment no opportunity had been 
'given to the voice of East London to 
| be heard. As he had had the honour 
_ of sitting in this House for sixteen years 
/as a representative of that part of 
| London, he thought he had some right 
| to speak on the subject. 


And, it being a quarter past Eight of 
the clock, and leave having been given 
to move the Adjournment of the House 
under Standing Order No. 10, further 


| proceeding stood postponed without 
| Question put. 


of the Committee for the kindly and sym- | 


pathetic way in which they had assisted | 


his Department in their attempt to 
solve it. 
Mr. John Burns. 


| THE PROPOSED ARMY REDUCTIONS. 
| *Mr. F. E. SMITH (Liverpool, Walton) 
| said he felt sure that the House in all its 
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sections would do him the justice of | 
believing that he did not rise to move the 
adjournment of the House with any 
intention of putting himself forward as 
an expert upon military subjects. He 
had no claim whatever to be considered 
an expert, and he had very little hope 
that anything which he might be able 
to say in regard to the Army was likely 
to instruct the House or any section of 
it. He founded his claim to make an 
appeal to the Government largely upon 
the fact that there were many Members 
of the House who, like himself, had no 
right to claim special knowledge, and 
who were dependent for their informa- 
tion upon the exposition of policy 
given by the Government to enable 
them to form those views upon military 


subjects which every Member ought to | 
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possess, no matter whether he was a | 
/hours was the precise period which 


military expert or not. It must be per- 
fectly clear that when hon. Members 
went to their constituencies and were 
asked to offer some opinion upon pro- 
posals of such a far-reaching character as 
those which had been introduced by the 
Government at a very late period of the 
session, they were quite unable to do so 
unless they were in possession of that 
explanation and assistance from the 
Government in regard to their pro- 
posals which they were reasonably 
entitled to demand. What was felt so 
strongly on the Opposition side of the 
House was that proposals which, what- 
ever else might be said of them, were 
extremely serious and were likely for 
many years to be irrevocable should be 
placed before them with such inadequate 
provision for their due discussion. Last 
year, when his right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Croydon introduced his scheme, 
nineteen days remained for the discussions 
in Committee of Supply, and the Opposi- 
tion used those opportunities to the full, 
and some very useful ¢riticisms were 
made throughout those debates, with the 
result that the minds of all hon. Members 


of this House and of persons interested | 


in the country received considerable 
enlightenment, and the proposals them- 
selves underwent, as the House would 
recollect, great modification. There was 
another precedent, for when Mr. Brodrick 
introduced his highly controversial pro- 
posals in the shape of Resolutions they 
were placed upon the Table of the House 
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in the month of May so that any hon, 
Member could acquaint himself with 
them, and the most ample opportunities 
were given for debate. He did not think 
that anyone would contend that either 
of those precedents supplied the slightest 
justification to the Government for the 
extraordinarily short time which they had 
allotted to the discussion of the present 
far-reaching proposals. The House had 
had up to the present sixdays in Supply 
on Army Estimates, but those Estimates 
were discussed upon the explicit assur- 
ances of the Secretary of State for War 
that the reductions in the Army which he 
had since proposed were not going to be 
made at once. There had been one day’s 
discussion and one only in this House 
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| of those serious and irreparable proposals, 


which was the 
Motion. Six 


the irrevocability of 
justification of this 


the House had enjoyed to discuss 
military problems of such complexity 
and moment. The actual proposals of 
the Secretary of State were discussed 
during a period of six hours, of which 
the right hon. Gentleman’s own speech, 


an intellectual treat for all those 
who heard it, occupied three hours. 
A calculation he had made showed 


that, of the remaining three hours, con- 
siderably over an hour was consumed 
by hon. Gentlemen on the Government 
side of the House, so that the whole time 
given for the expression of the views of 
the Opposition amounted to between an 
hour and a half and two hours. There 
might have been some justification for 
such a proceeding if the right hon. Gentle- 
man had in any way warned them during 
the discussion of the Estimates that pro- 
posals of the kind he had made were in 
contemplation. But the right hon. 
Gentleman had entitled them to expect 
the exact opposite. On May 30th he 
said— 

**T do not propose to do anything without 
the matter coming properly before the House.” + 
while on June 7th he was even more 
explicit. The right hon. Gentleman then 
said— 

“Tt was the policy of the Government to 
take the Committee very much into their confi- 
dence in the matter. He would makea general 
statement in July, when ample opportunity 
would be given for the fullest diseussion.”+ 

+ See (4) Debates, evliii., 399. 
t See (4) Debates, elviii., 532. 
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‘He ventured to say, in reminding the 
right hon. Gentleman of those assurances, 
that they were entitled to ask that those 
pledges should be carried out, not only 
in the letter, but in the spirit. He 
thought his Motion was one which he 
might reasonably ask the House to adopt, 
because changes were apparently to be 
made forthwith in regard to the Army 
which had not yet received the sanction of 
Parliament, and they were of such vital 
importance that he thought he had a right 
to claim that the fullest opportunities for 
discussion should be given. Nobody would 
suggest thatif it was proposed to disband 
only 200 men there would be any necessity 
to raise the question in this way, but in 
deciding whether this was a definite 
question of urgent public importance, 
it was the essence of the discussion to 
consider what was involved in the pro- 
posals which had been so summarily and 
briefly laid before the House of Commons. 
As far as he had been able to understand | 
the proposals of the right hon. Gentle- | 
man he gathered that ten fully efficient | 
battalions disappeared and that a fourth’ 
of Section D of the Reserve went. They | 
lost, as he understood it, 15,380 men by | 
the closing of Section D in addition to| 
the loss of 20,000 men the right hon. | 
Gentleman had warned them of. If| 
they added the turnover to the Reserve, | 
which, of course, would be forfeited in| 
respect of the battalions that disappeared, | 
they arrived at a total of 40,000 men who} 
were to be taken from the Army at the) 
present time. And this at the very time 
when Lord Roberts, whose authority to 
define what the dimensions of the Regular | 
Army should be no one would question, | 
had declared, in another place, that— 
“The Regular Army is only just numerically | 


strong enough to admit. of its policing the 
Empire in times of peace. ’t 


There 
would question the high authority of 
Lord Roberts to define what the dimen-| 
sions of the Regular Army ought to be. | 
If the country had been told either at the 
last election or a year or two previously | 
that at the very moment when a great| 
soldier was declaring in another place: that | 
the Army was only just numerically strong | 
enough to police the Empire in times of] ! 
peace, the Government w ould ave | 
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was nobody in this House who| 


+ + (See (4 ) De Suiies elx, G66 7 4, | 
Mr. F. EB. Smith, 
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come to the House of Commons with 
proposals for reductions of this character 
without any warning to the country 
it would have caused the greatest 
possible surprise and consternation, 
Many hon. Members on the Opposition 
side would remember the weapon which 
was used against them in their own con- 
stituencies on this very point by hon. 
Members opposite. They were told on 
the placards at the election that Lord 
Roberts had said that the Army was no 
more efficient and no more prepared for 
war than it was before the war broke out 
in South Africa. [MINISTERIAL cheers, ] 
Many hon. Members opposite appeared to 
be still proud of the use they made of that 
observation. When the Secretary of State 
for War introduced his Army Estimate he 
declared that the Army was never more 
efficient than it was to-day. He 
might inform hon. Members who were so 
proud of the misleading publicity, they 
nad given to the statement of Lord 
Roberts that his Lordship had long since 
disavowed it, and he would remind them 
of what the Minister for War had said— 
a tribute which furnished a very complete 
reply to the ignorant and unscrupulous 
strictures passed in so many quarterson his 
right hon. friend the Member for Croydon. 
With the greatest possible respect for the 
right hon. Gentleman, if it were a question 
of the equitable doctrine of conversion 
| they would look upon him as one of the 
greatest authorities in the country, and 
equally so if it were a question of the 


| existence of matter or the esoteric doctrine 


of pure Hegelicm; but upon a purely 
military matter and problems involving 
the defence of the Empire he confessed 


kon he greatly preferred the opinion of 


the great military authority whom he had 
quoted. It was essential to ask, in con- 


_ sidering the importance of these proposals, 
/ what it was the right hon. Gentleman was 
| going to put in the place of that which 


he was attempting to destroy. He had 
'told the Committee that he was going 
to secure an expeditionary force consisting 
50,000 Regulars, 70,000 Reservists, 
and 30,000 Militia. There was no obliga- 
‘tion on the existing Militia to serve 
abroad; and, therefore, unless they 
responded to a purely patriotic call, 
30,000 of the expeditionary force would 
| disappear altogether. But, assuming that 
the whole of that force was forthcoming at 
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the time it was wanted, what Regular 
troops were left behind in this country to 
make good the wastage of war ? Seven bat- 
talions of infantry, two cavalry regiments, 
and four batteries of Horse Artillery— 
a total of 56,000 men, and of these 25,000 
were surplus Reservists and young 
soldiers. The effect of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s proposals was to make 
the forces of the country weaker with 
no security for expansion. The Report 
of the Elgin Commission stated that no 
military system would be satisfactory 
which did not contain powers of expansion 
outside the limits of the Regular forces 
of the Crown ; and the Norfolk Commission 
reported that in its existing condition 
the Militia was unfit to take the field 
for the defence of the country. It might 
well be that the right hon. Gentleman 
would discover some means of improving 
the Militia, but why, in the name of 
common sense, until some practical 
step had been taken to make the Militia 
effective, was the House irrevocably to 
commit itself to the proposal that 40,000 
men should be disbanded ? When the 
Army Vote was first introduced the 
right hon Gentleman said— 

“T do not think you will ever satisfactorily 
reduce your striking force unless you provide 
some power of expansion behind it in this 
country.’’+ 
Did the right hon. Gentleman still hold 
that view? Doubt and disquiet were 
felt by a very large number of persons 
on this question, and he wished to ask 
the right hon, Gentleman what prospect 
he had of being able to secure this expan- 
sion in proximate time, and what in detail 
were the steps by which he would do it. 
With regard to the personal explanation 
made by the Secretary for War, he could 
not help thinking the right hon. Gentleman 
had misunderstood the complaint made. 
Might he remind the right hon. Gentleman 
that on March 6th the hon. Member for 
Shrewsbury asked him— 


“ Whether the effect of the disbanding of ten 
battalions of the Regular Army will be that 
the cadres will cease to exist when the opera- 
tion is completed ” ? + 

He called attention to the fact that in 
that question there was nothing to enable 
the right hon. Gentleman to draw a 


distinction between the home and foreign 
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battalions. 

plied— 
“There is no foundation whatever for the 

report that ten battalions of the Regular Army 


are to be disbanded commencing on April Ist 
next year, or any other date.” 


The Secretary for War re- 


Mr. HALDANE said this referred to 
rumours with regard to the Aldershot 
battalions. He had said it would be insane 
to reduce ten Aldershot battalions. He 
also explained that the reductions must 
take place in the colonial battalions, and 
the whole night was spent in discussing 
that question. 


*Mr. F. E. SMITH said that was on 
March &th. 


Mr. HALDANE: The 6th, 7th, and 
8th. 


*Mr. F. E. SMITH said the answer to the 
question of the hon. Member for Shrews- 
bury was given on the 6th, and in that 
statement there was no reservation what- 
ever, and no mention whatever of the 
Aldershot battalions. It was sub- 
sequently that the right hon. Gentleman 
made the statement as to a mare’s 
nest. They found, however, that the 
Government had taken over the mare’s 
nest—a very appropriate incubator for the 
Army of the future. Had the right hon. 
Gentleman and his advisers considered 
the needs of the Empire, entirely divorced 
from any political pressure? He fully 
accepted the right hon. Gentleman’s 
intimation to that effect as far as he was 
concerned. But there was one s nister 
feature within their recollection, and that 
was, that in his first speech he frequently 
used the words “ efficency” and 
“economy.” The word “efficiency” was 
loudly cheered by the Opposition, but the 
word “ economy ” was even more loudly 
cheered by the Ministerialists. They also 
recollected that the hon. and gallant 
Member for the Abercromby Division 
moved a reduction, which he declined to 
withdraw, even at the personal request of 
the Prime Minister; and it was common 
knowledge that pressure of that kind had 
been exercised both inside the House and 
outside. If the right hon. Gentleman 
told them that these political representa- 
tions had not interfered with the free 





t See (4) Debates, eliii., 282. 
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exercise of his judgment, it would re- 
assure them very greatly, and they would 
merely be left face to face with one 
of the most interesting coincidences 
of modern times. Alarmist statements 
had been made in the country as to 
the amount spent on the Army. It was 
true that in 1861 we spent £15,000,000, 
and that in 1906 we spent £40,000,000. 
The purpose served by this expenditure 
was to insure the capitalised wealth of 
he country, which moderately 
calculated at £15,000,000,000, and he 
thought any business man would agree 
that the amount of the premium was not 
And when they considered 
that in the last ten vears our military 
liabilities had increased tenfold, he did 
not think the doubling of the amount 
spent on the Army in forty-four vears was 
an excessive proportion. The increase 
was insignificant when compared with the 
astonishing development of property 
assessed to income-tax which in eighteen 
years showed an increase of £474,000,000., 
There was a very real anxiety lest the right 
hon. Gentleman was flinging awav the sub- 


Was 


excessive. 


stance for the shadow—even before they | 


got the shadow. Only four or five years 
ago this country emploved 250,000 men 
in South Africa at the same time. 
He would like to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman how far his expeditionary 
scheme would have been adequate to 
cope with the difficulties which con- 
fronted the country during the late war, 
and how far had the military advisers 


considered the adequacy of his proposals | 


to provide for a similar crisis in the future. 


It was only nine or ten years since a very | 
economical Chancellor of the Exchequer | 


Sir M. Hicks-Beach, consented to the 
addition of 25,000 men to the Army, and 
but for that large addition there would 
not have been a single battalion of Foot, 
or battery of Artillery, in this country at 
the time of the South African War. 
The real secret of the greatness of the 
country was not always to be thinking 
of the cost necessary to safeguard its 
material interests, but of the incalculable 


value of the interests on behalf of which | 


they were incurring the expenditure. In 
the words of Lord Roberts— 


“An Empire which cannot defend its own 
possessions must inevitably perish.” 


He begged to move. 
Mr, F. E, Smith. 
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| *Lorp CASTLEREAGH (Maidstone), in 
'seconding the Motion, said he associated 
himself with his hon. friend the Member 
for the Walton Division of Liverpool in 
‘regard to the most important and com- 
plex quesion now before the House. 
There were many present to-night who had 
not had an opportunity of taking part in 
the debate on this question and who 
sincerely hoped to hear something really 
more definite from the Secretary of State 
for War than they had heard up to the 
present moment. His hon. friend had 
stated very clearly why hon. Members 
on the Opposition side of the House 
were anxious that the adjournment 
of the House should be moved in 
order that this most important question 


might be discussed. He was glad 
to think that the opinion prevailed 


on both sides of the House 
discussion of this question 
in any sense been adequate. He 
sincerely hoped that the Secretary 
of State for War would begin to realise 
that perhaps he had been carried away 
by the large majority behind him, and that 
it might be that they thought that hon. 
Members on the Opposition side 
the House had no right to question 
the opinions they expressed. To his 
mind the Government had adopted 
a most unconstitutional line. In a word, 
it had been proposed to decimate the 
Army by methods which the Opposition 
were to have fno opportunity of dis- 
cussing. An*hon. friend had asked the 
Prime#Minister if it were possible to 
disband the whole Army without any 
discussion in this House, and from the 
ambiguous answer given at the moment 
'he thought .the- right hon. Gentleman 
had in his mind that it was possible to 
do He welcomed this discussion 
for several reasons without in any sense 
wishing to impugn the motives of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. He 
should like very much to know from 
the right hon. Gentleman whether the 
scheme put forward had received the un- 


/animous approval of the Army Council 


chat the 
had not 


of 


so. 


/'—the body of experts of which 
'the Secretary of State was the 
/mouthpiece. He felt that the effect 


| of this discussion all over the country 
| would be good, because he had reason to 
| believe that it was the opinion of the 
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country that the Government were desi- 
rous of stifling discussion on this question. 
Everyone recognised the manner in which 
the Education Bill had been forced 
through the House. As to the Army 
scheme they were all well aware that such 
a new scheme was inevitable; but the 
scheme propounded by the right hon. 
Gentleman the other day had not even 
the merit of being original. There had 
ilways been a tendency in this country to 
reduce the Army after a war, and to 
‘ontinue the reduction until another | 
war had to be faced, when it was found 
that we were in an unprepared condition. 
As a matter of fact the Liberal Govern- 
ment was driven out of office in 1895 
because of the lack of ammunition which | 
they had provided for the Army. There 
were two possible schemes : one to main- 
taina small Army, and trust to the patriot- 


ism of the nation to furnish the 
men in case of emergency, a scheme 
for which, to us» an expression of 
the President of the Board  of| 
Agriculture, we would have to pay | 
through the nose. The other scheme | 


was that we should have an Army in 
time of peace capable of expansion on | 
the outbreak of war. The right hon. | 
Gentleman the Secretary for War had | 
said that he wished to have at command | 
an expeditionary army of 154,000 men. | 
Was that to be the Government’s cut- | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


and-dried scheme? What really we | 
required was a force capable of expansion 
to meet all emergencies. He saw no 
sign that foreign countries were anxious 
to enter into international arbitration. | 
It must be remembered that at the | 
beginning of the last century this country | 
had a bigger Army than at the present | 

| 


day, population being considered, and 
if we were to maintain the spirit of our 
ancestors, and our position amongst 
the nations of the world, the Army 
must be maintained in proper proportion. 
The argument was sometimes used that | 
we should rely for our defence not so | 
much on the Army as on the Navy ; but | 
he would ask at what period of our! 
history had the Navy alone been able to 
carry on*a successful war. It was said 
that this’ Government had come into 
power with a mandate to cut down all 
expenditure, and especially the expendi- | 
ture on#the Army. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Minister for War proposed 
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to reduce the Army by 20,000 men, and 
that his expeditionary force should be 
composed of a large number of Militia. 
He did not very strongly object himself 
to the reduction of the personnel of the 
Army. But he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman was making a very great 


mistake in reducing the number of 
cadres or units, for it was. the 
system of the unit which made the 
Army capable of expansion in time 
of war. This was not a Party 
question, and he and the Opposi- 
tion generally did not wish to ap- 
proach the question of the Army 
from any Party point of view. That 
‘had been shown by the hearty 


reception given by the Opposition to 


the first excellent speech made _ by 
the right hon. Gentleman which had 
led them to form a higher opinion 


of his capacity as a War Minister than 
was warranted by his later utterances. 
ife was entirely opposed to the detestable 
system of conscription, and that was 
another reason why he viewed with dis- 


trust this new scheme of Army reor- 
ganisation. He urged the right hon. 
Gentleman to reconsider the attitude 


he had taken up in regard to this question, 
and he hoped that the Prime Minister 
would see his way to give another day 
for the of this important 
subject. 


discussion 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”— 


(Ur. PF. EB. Sinith.) 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.) said that if it had not been for the 
Army schemes of the right hon. Myr. 
Brodrick, when Minister for War, and the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Croydon, they would not have had that 
day to discuss questions of Army re- 
organisation. Theattack made upon the 
Goverument naturally resolved itself into 
two parts. It was an attack on th 
Minister for War because he proposed 
to make these reductions in the personne’ 
of the Army. There was not a single 


Member, he was convinced, who 
did not go down to his consti- 
tuents at the last election and say 


that the reduction of armaments, both 
naval and military, was essential to the 
continued well-being of this country. 


R 2 


= 
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I said that, in my judgment, the ex- 


penditure on the Army and Navy would | 
be more likely to increase than decrease, | 


and ought to increase. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said that 
if the hon. Member stated that, of course 
asregarded him he withdrew the assertion, 
but he maintained that what he had said 
was the general effect of nine-tenths of 
the election addresses. Lord St. Aldwyn, 
speaking in the middle of May, expressed 
the opinion that there was prima facie 
ground for believing that there was room 
for material reduction in Army expendi- 
ture without loss to the efficiency of the 
Army After all, the Secretary of State 
for War in this connection was not merely 
the chief executive officer of the Govern- 
ment but of the Party, and the Party 
were as fully responsible as the Minister. 
Let them not shirk their responsibilities 
in that respect, because, according to his 
view, members of the Party were as fully 
responsible as any Minister. The fact 
was that the genesis and cause of the 
whole debate was the versatility and 
originality of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Croydon. No person 
had insisted more upon the Army being 
put upon a non-political basis than that 
right hon. Gentleman. Two or three 
‘lays ago even he claimed a non-political 
discussion of Army Estimates, but then 
he went down to Grantham, and to the 
dames of the Primrose League said 
that he had never seen such an intellectual 
smash up of any Government as that 
which had happened to this one. 


“Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) 
said that had nothing to do with the 
Army. He never said a single word about 
the Army in the course of that speech. 
He was not speaking of the Army, but 
he was speaking of what took place 


in connection with the debate in the 
Education Bill, which certainly had 
struck him in that light. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said 
that if the right hon. Gentleman said 


that he was bound to accept his with- 
drawal. [What withdrawal?”] He 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman, 
however, to turn’ his mind back to 
some speeches he made in Corwall 
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Mr. F. E. SMITH: On the contrary, | 
/supposed the right hon. Gentleman felt 
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in January of this year, when 


that the distance from the Metropolis was 
sufficiently great to secure that there 


| would be less acute an audience than 


in London. In those speeches he put 
the whole question of the Army upon 
a political basis and made not only an 
attack upon the Secretary of State for 
War but upon those who sat upon the 
Ministerial side of the House. He 
agreed, however, that the topic was an 


unprofitable one, and he would not 
further pursue it. What were the 
proposals put forward by the Secre- 


tary of State for War? The right 
hon. Gentleman proposed to reduce the 
infantry of the Line by eight batta- 


lions and the Guards by two. He also 
proposed to reorganise the infantry 


while he left the cavalry alone. Per- 
sonally he was glad to find that in the 
reorganisation of the Army he had re- 
established the system which had served 
the Army well, and had never been 
repudiated by any soldier of eminence— 
he referred to the Cardwell system. In 
the recent war the only Reservists 
whose quality was seriously found fault 
with were Section D, the men who had 
been longer absent from the colours than 
four years, and they had been created 
by the short-service system, which found 
so enthusiastic a supporter in the right 
hon. Member for Croydon. On the 
questions of reductions, he asked—what 
were the proposals of the right hon. 
Member for Croydon? The right hon. 
Gentleman proposed a reduction of four- 
teen battalions, but he had not the 
courage to propose a reduction of the 
Guards’ battalions. Then what did the 
right hon. Member for Croydon propose for 
the Militia? He wanted to get rid of the 
old constitutional force ; so that if it were 
acrime to reduce the Auxiliary Forces and 
the Reserve Forces the right hon. Mem- 
ber for Croydon was far more guilty 
than the present Secretary for War. 
Comparing the strength of the country in 
1898 and its relative position to-day, 
even with the proposed reductions 
we would have seven more battalions of 
infantry than we had then. Our rela- 
tions with foreign countries were also 
better. Before 1898 it was possible that 
we might find ourselves in conflict with 
three Powers—Russia, France, and 
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South Africa. 
our relations at that time were in a very 
strained state? But we had got rid of 
South Africa by conquest, and Russia 
by accident, and we had secured the 
the friendship of France. His right hon. 
friend had made out a substantial case 
for the reduction of these battalions, 
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though he was aware that no more) 


unpopular proposal in relation to the 
Army could be made from the point of 
view of society than the reduction of the 
Cruards. 
cerned with the needs of society. They 
had to consider whether in reducing the 


(tuards they were to reduce the more or | 


less costly, or the more or less needed, 


portions of the Army. Certainly for | 


the purposes of reinforcing colonial and 
foreign garrisons the Guards battalions 
were of no use to the nation. [‘‘ They 
are going to Egypt.”] Yes, they were 
going to Egypt in order that they might 
be absorbed. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: They were 
going to Egypt for the purposes of 
reinforcement. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE said that | 
was so, but in the course of the reinforce- | 
ment they would be absorbed. What was | 


the reason for the large increase of the 
(ruards in the last ten years? Was it 
for the purpose of maintaining order 
in London or to police the country ? 
Certainly not. The proposal of his right 


hon. friend to reorganise the artillery was | 


uso good. There were ninety-three bat- 
terles of artillery with guns and without 
men. That was a very expensive play- 
thing, and these useless batteries were at 
present swelling the Estimates, and for 
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Could any one deny that | It had been the fashion to quote Lord 


But the House was not con- | 


lat an early moment. 


the payment of them the Secretary for | 


War had to find the money. 
scheme was extravagant and inefficient ; 
it served no purpose in war, but it wasted 
money in peace, and any scheme which 
would reorganise the artillery in this direc- 


tion ought to meet with the approval of | 
The noble Lord had referred | 


this House. 
to the approval of the Army Council to the 
proposals laid before the House. That 
was an element of novelty and originality 
that they ought to welcome. For the 
first time for five years the Secretary of 
State could say that he had the vnani- 
mous approval of his military advisers. 


The former | 
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| Roberts, but Lord Roberts was not the 
official adviser of the country. There 
were other persons who were responsible, 
and these persons, during the tenure 
of office of the late Secretary of State, 
could not be quoted in approval of his 
ischeme. Here they had a recognition of 
the principle that, while the House decided 
| what amount should be spent on the 
Army itself, the Army Council decided 
how the money ought to be spent. The 
Secretary for War could appeal con- 
fidently to the unanimous support of his 
proposals by a proper and constitutional 
method of allocating military expenditure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it is 
usual when the adjournment is moved 
for the Minister chiefly concerned to 
make an early statement of his views, 
and if he thinks it necessary to reserve 
himself for a later stage it is usual for 
some Member of the Front Bench to 
give his views to the House before it 
has proceeded for more than an hour, 
as it has done to-mght. I remember 
a case in which the then Opposition, 
| not quite so well mannered as the present 
Opposition, did, when a Member of 
the Treasury Bench was put up at once, 
howl at him for an hour because they 
wanted another Member of the Govern- 
ment to take part in the debate.“{\The 
Gentleman we want to hear is the Secre- 
‘tary of State for War. Although I 
‘do not at all complain of his not having 
risen immediately, I hope the right. hon. 
| Gentleman will feel that he ought to rise 
I make no com- 
plaint—{a laugh}—although I should 
have a perfect right to do so basing myself 
on precedents of which the hon. Member 
who interrupts me is probably not ignor- 
ant. I will very briefly and incompletely 
tell the right hon. Gentleman what it is 
we want him to deal with. We have not 
initiated this debate in order that we may 
have a chance of discussing the merits of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s scheme. The 
hon. Member who has just sat down has 
| given us an elaborate defence of the Army 
changes proposed by the Government. JI 
do not propose to follow him in that, 
| because it is not the merits of the scheme 
'that are before us. We think that we 
‘have not had an opportunity of express- 
| ing our views on the subject, and the two 
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hours and a quarter given us by the 
Motion for the adjournment would be an 
utterly inadequate occasion, and im- 
possible to be used for such a purpose. 
The Motion on the Paper does not contest 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Esti- 


mates are almost over. 


the value or the importance of the scheme. | 
What that Motion traverses is the whole | 


policy of the Government as regards its 


treatment of the House of Commons | 
in connection with the discussion of the | 
We) 


right hon. Gentleman’s scheme. 
desire that a full opportunity should be 


given on some other occasion for dealing | 


with the important matters brought 
forward by the right hon. Gentleman. 


My first question is whether the right hon. | 


Gentleman has any precedent in his 
Parliamentary experience for a great 
scheme of Army reform’s being brought 
forward without the House of Commons 
being given an opportunity of discussing 
it until it is in process of being carried 
out—until the Government have taken 
such steps that cannot be recalled. I 
do not know of any such case. There 
have been in our time many prolonged and 
important discussions on the difficult and 
complex problem of the British Army. 
During the last twenty years that problem 
has presented some of the most difficult 
questions with which this House can be 
called upon to deal. But has any 
Minister of the Crown ever before pro- 
posed great changes in a speech to which 
there was no adequate opportunity of 
making a reply or even of considering 
at all? What is the ordinary practice 
in these matters? The War Minister, 
on the question that the Speaker do leave 
the chair, makes a statement with regard 
to his projects of Army reform, and it has 
been the common practice to adjourn the 
debate after that statement in order that 
the House may have an opportunity of 
considering it at leisure. Have we been 
given any opportunity of considering 
the right hon. Gentleman’s statement ? 
Would any adjournment have been 
tolerated ? So far is that from being the 
case that we spoke under the knowledge, 
already communicated to us by the 
Prime Minister, that he was determined 
that no further time should be given this 
session for the discussion of Army 
Estimates. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHeE,TREASURY (Sir H. 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The scheme of my right hon. friend does 
not refer to the Estimates of this year. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman says we shall have other 
opportunities. But he made no sug- 
| gestion, until I pressed him hard the other 
night, that some further opportunity 
should be given to us. I suggested that 
‘that further time would, according to: 
precedent, extend over some days. Did 
the right hon. Gentleman consent to that ? 
He refused to give us more than a day. 
That is a grossly and utterly inadequate: 
allowance of time, if we take into account 
all that has been done in previous Parlia- 
ments. But that is not the main point. 
At what period in our proceedings is this 
day to be given? Before or after these 
changes in the Army have been initiated ? 
If the right hon. Gentleman said that it 
was to be given before these changes 
were begun, and that the House would 
have an opportunity for discussion before 
the Government was finally committed, 
the concession would have been more 
substantial in character. But the right 
hon. Gentleman said exactly the reverse. 
He and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
elaborately explained to the House that 
they refused absolutely to be bound 
by any pledge not to start the destruc- 
tion of these ten regiments and these 
3,000 artillerymen before the House of 
Commons had had an opportunity of 
giving an opinion on the subject. I 
think that is bad enough,} but it is 
aggravated, I must frankly say, by the 
tenor of the statement of the Secre- 
tary for War earlier in the session. 
There is no man in whose word I have 
greater confidence than the right hon. 
Gentleman, but he will admit, on looking 
over the quyotations from his speech, 
that, whatever he intended, the effect 
on the House, on this side and on his 
critics on his own side, could hardly be 
other than that no great change was 
intended in the financial year. I think, if 
he will consider that long paragraph in 
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his first speech about the “ mare’s nest,” + 
and if he will remember another quotation 
which has been referred to to-day, he 
will admit that whatever explanation 
his quotations are susceptible of, they 
were undoubtedly calculated, however 
unintentionally, to induce all parts of 
the House to believe that whatever great 
scheme was maturing for the future 
for the present it was not intended to 
enter into any great or drastic Army 
changes, and by implication it was 
understood it was proposed to allow 
the House an opportunity of considering 
any changes he proposed to make. If 
I remember rightly, he went further 
and said full opportunity would be 
given for discussing his proposals. The 
quotation has been given by my hon. 
and learned friend. I am not aware that 
there was any qualification to that pledge. 
I am not aware that he desires to make 
out that it was not an absolute pledge 
that the House should have full oppor- 
tunity of discussing any great Army 
changes, any great reduction, and any 
destruction of units. Does he: desire 
to support either of two propositions— 
the proposition that the House has 
had adequate time for discussion, or the 
proposition that time should be given 
before the changes are initiated? No- 
body can maintain that adequate time 
has been given. We know the right 
hon. Gentleman occupied half the day’s 
sitting, and the remaining half was 
occupied by Members on his side of the 
House—able critics, some of them— 
but not Members of the regular Opposi- 
tion. It cannot be pretended that full 
time for discussion has been given. 
When reproached with this the right 
hon. Gentleman said something about 
a mandate from the country, but that 
there was a mandate to destroy eight 
regiments of the Line and two regi- 
ments of Guards I venture absolutely 
to deny. That any number of Radical 
candidates may have announced their 
intention to vote for a reduction of 
the Army Estimates I am ready to admit, 
but to say that vague statements¢of 
successful candidates absolve the Govy- 
ernment from the duty of allowing 
discussion of their proposals is a grotesque 
violation of constitutional practice and 


~— 
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theory, and J would fain hope and be- 
lieve that when the right hon. Gentleman 
late in the evening referred to this 
mandate it was without adequate re- 
flection. He has pledged himself to give 
full opportunity for discussion, and we 
have not hadit. Therefore, I have to ask 
for the full discussion promised, and I 
ask, is it to be given before or after the 
Government are finally committed to 
these changes ? If the Government o1 ly 
mean to allow discussion after the changes 
are made, then I say that is flouting the 
House of Commons. It is reducing us 
to the position of a debating Assembly, 
allowed to discuss what has been done 
but incapable of modifying the policy 
of those whose business it is to carrv 
out the wishes of the people. If that is 
our position we cease to have any oper- 
ative control over the Executive, and 
are allowed only to be critics after the 
event. I do not think that I can add to 
the concise statement we have had of the 
case against the Government. We are 
not now disputing any part of the Army 
scheme; it may be the most perfect, 
the most symmetrical, the most com- 
plete method of carrying out Army 
reform the ingenious and fertile brain 
of a War Minister ever produced, but that 
does not affect the question whether the 
House should be allowed to discuss these 
great military changes proposed by tle 
Executive or should be shut out from the 
great duty of criticising. On this point 
I have no doubt myself, and I hope that 
when the right hon. Gentleman rises to 
reply to my brief statement he will be 
in a position to assure us of two things— 
that we shall have the full opportunity 
for discussion promised and that that 
full opportunity shall not occur at a 
period which will make all our arguments 
and contentions vain and words impotent 
without the possibility of having any 
effect on a decision already taken. 


Mr. HALDANE: To anyone who 
did not know the skill of the night hon. 
Gentleman as a Parliamentary leader 
the course which he has taken would 
cause the utmost amazement. The 
right hon. Gentleman complains of want 
of time to discuss the Army scheme, 
which he says is withdrawn from the 
House of Commons, and we have two 
and three-quarters hours until 11 o’clock 
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in the course of which he tells us that 
he declines to discuss the proposals. 
We are brought down here for his pro- 
test against full opportunity not being 
given to examine the Army scheme. 
That was not the tone of the hon. and 
learned Member opposite, who does not 
fail in skill ; that was not the tone of the 
noble and gallant Lord who followed 
him; they seem to be inspired more 
nearly with the spirit of the right hon. 
Member for Croydon, who is burning 
for the fray. Before the battle of Dun- 
bar the Presbyterian leader, General 
Leslie, had a position of advantage, but 
induced at last under the inspiration 
of preachers to descend to the plain, he 
came under the artillery of his opponent, 
The right hon. Gentleman has taken a 
lesson from the event ; he is not to be 
misled by the exhortations of the 
preachers, he declines to come down from 
the hills and join issue with us on the 


merits of the scheme. What has he 
said? Surely two and three-quarter 


hours of the time of the House of Com- 
mons need not be thrown away for what 
might have been said in a sentence? I 
am puzzled by the attitude of the right 
hon. Gentleman, and the more so when I 
recall the procedure in similar circum- 
stances of his own Government. They, 
too. had such a situation, they con- 
ceived a plan—I think an admirable 
plan; I have always commended the 
wisdom of it—for eliminating useless 
and extravagant vessels from the Navy. 
Lord Selborne’s policy took effect in 
December, 1904, when Parliament was 
not sitting. These vast changes which 
resulted in the reduction of the Naval 
Estimates by £5,000,000 and sweeping 
away many ships were accomplished by 
a stroke of the executive pen. We are 
not so bad from a Parliamentary point 
of view, because we had _ consulted 
Parliament. It is not only the great 
changes made in the reduction of the 
fleet we have to remember; there was 
the purchase of the Chilian _ battle- 


ships. What opportunity was given to 
Parliament to discuss that? There 
was Lord Cawdor’s great  revolu- 


tion in naval training in 1905, upon 
which the opinion of Parliament was not 
sought. You are entitled to look at 
things on their merits and examine 
them according to their proportions in 


Mr. Haldane. 
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ought to give to their discussion in Parlia- 
ment. I come to the position before 
the House, the proposition for adjourn- 
ment, on which I assume the right 
hon. Gentleman intends to fix us 
with a division registering the sense 
of the iniquity of our proceedings. Let 
us see what, after all, it is that we are in 
controversy about. I, it is true, <is- 
cussed matters on March 8th last in a 
speech in which the Estimates were 
introduced. We have not discussed the 
Estimates at as great a length as they 
were discussed upon those occasions 
when I think nineteen days were given 
to the discussion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Croydon’s military 
schemes on his Estimates. But there is 
a difference between our schemes and 
his. We are fairly agreed on this side 
of the House. The Government, at any 
rate, is agreed on its policy, and we had 
a discussion then on which it did not 
seem to be an absolute certainty that 
the Government were agreed. That is 
not all. Our propositions are much 
more modest than were the propositions 
of the right hon. Gentleman opposite. I 


‘pointed out on March &th that I had no 


intention of reducing battalions at large. 
I eliminated altogether from my stroke 
fighting battalions at home ‘That pre- 
cluded me from touching the battalions 
at Aldershot which had been the subject 
of remark, but I pointed out that in 
India and in the Colonies there was a 
great field for reduction of unnecessary 
units. That topic was quickly taken up 
and debated not for one night but for 
two days. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dover made a strong 
speech against the reduction of battalions 
in the Colonies, and I said— 

“T am asking for time. I am giving you 
warning of the way in which my mind is moving, 
and when I do come to a decision I will put it 
fully and fairly before the House.” 


I did not propose to ask them to come 
to a conclusion when Parliament was 
not sitting and when it was impossible 
to discuss these things, as it was impos- 
sible to discuss the reduction of the 
Navy in the time of the late Govern- 
ment. I proposed, if I could, to make 
recommendations to my _ colleagues 
which they could consider and to bring 








485 The Proposed 


them before Parliament while Parlia- | 
We have taken that | 


ment was sitting. 
course. I quite agree the time was short. 
If right hon. Gentlemen and hon. Gentle- 
men opposite wish to sit after August 4th 
a good many hon. Members on this 
side are zealous, and may possibly be 
disposed to meet them in a_ proper 
spirit. Our propositions are not revolu- 
tionary in the sense in which other 
propositions in military matters have 
been revolutionary. A proposition can- 
not be called revolutionary if it is a 
modification of one made by right hon. 
Gentlemen sitting opposite. I have in 
my mind a Parliamentary paper [Cd. 
1571], price one half-penny, published in 
1904, which is signed by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Croydon, 
in which he makes the proposition in a 
schedule to abolish fourteen battalions of 
infantry of the Line at home. The House 
did not agree about his short-service 
Army, but that was his proposition, and 
nov exception is taken to my proposing to 
reluce by eight battalions in place of 
fourteen as if it were something novel 
and{unheard of. I cannot go into this 
deep plot about the two battalions of the 
Guards ; but I do remember an alarm in 
1904 at rumours, doubtless untrue, but I 
do not observe that the right hon. Gentle- 
man repudiates them, that he had in his 
mind an idea of reducing two battalions 
of the Guards, and if all the stories were 
true the very two battalions which we 
have been discussing upon the present 
occasion. I am not going to argue the tu 
quoque, but the concrete proposition that 
if these are not novel proposals, if they 
are less than propositions put forward by 
Members of the Opposition, they cannot 
be put upon the footing of things as highly 
co.itroversial, that they require a great 
time for discussion in this Parliament. 
I come to the artillery, about which so 
much has been said. The right hon. 
Gentleman himself said that to his mind 
the idea of using the Garrison Militia 
Artillery for ammunition columns had 
occurred to him, that he thought the 
Garrison Militia would be no _ longer 
required. He had the very idea I was 
bringing forward. There was no origin- 
ality init. When I heard that I thought 
that delivered us from very long dis- 
cussion. @ It seems I was wrong. I am 
but a young Minister, a very child in 
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these things. In future I shall not be so 
sanguine. Now, Sir, I think I have 
discussed the main points which were 
raised against me by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the City of 
London. Ido not complain of his making 
points, but I do complain very much of 
his having withdrawn from this evening’s 
discussion the whole substance of what we 
want to get at—the views of the House of 
Commons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have not got 
the terms of the Motion, Mr. Speaker, 
which you put from the Chair, but if I 
remember rightly it had no reference to 
the substance of the scheme but only to 
the question of the power of the House to 
discuss it. I should have gone beyond 
that if I had gone into the scheme. May 
[ask that the Clerk should read the terms 
of the Motion ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Perhaps I had better 
read the terms of the Motion on which the 
Member for Liverpool claimed the leave 
of the House to raise this discussion— 

‘‘The avowed intention of His Majesty’s 
Government to commence forthwith the redue- 
tions of His Majesty’s armed forces which have 
not received the sanction of Parliament.” 


Mr. HALDANE: I think that the 
right hon. Gentleman was in the House 
when the hon. and learned Member for 
Liverpool spoke, but it may be that he 
was absorbed in some great consideration 
of Parliamentary strategy. I took a note 
of the admirable and moderate speech of 
the hon. and learned Member, and he 
told us how he had put it to his con- 
stituents that there ought to be no re- 
duction in the cost of the Army. He 
told us he was in a position to rely on the 
authority of Lord Roberts, and he dis- 
cussed Lord Roberts as if he were a 
prophet of the military school of the late 
Government and was satisfied with their 


proceedings. I do not follow him into 
that. Then the hon. and learned Member 


went into a discussion of the reduction 
of the ten battalions and also of the secret 
of the success of this country, which he 
put at its keeping up the Army and Navy. 
It is extremely difficult for me to conduct 
this debate as the right hon. Gentleman 
wishes, for he wishes to keep me to a 
single point—his point—but his sup- 
porters travel further. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am delighted | 


to hear the right hon. Gentleman on any 
subject. Though I kept to one point, I 
do not wish him to do so. 


Mr. HALDANE: I cannot after that 
follow the right hon. Gentleman’s example 
by adhering perfectly closely to the terms 
of the Resolution to which he has confined 
himself. We have discussed, I think, 
in the course of this Army scheme four 
great subjects, and it seems to me that 
the controversy between the two sides 
of the House is only a controversy of de- 
tail. I have already said how I consider 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Croydon cannot attack me for reducing 
eight battalions when he himself proposed 
to reduce fourteen. I have already said 
I cannot consider that he can attack me 
for the changes in the artillery which 
consist of taking forty-two batteries 
without ammunition columns and _ sup- 
plying them with ammunition columns— 
and not only with ammunition columns, 
but with officers, which they had not got 
before, and on a very much more economi- 
cal basis than they are on at the present 
moment, at a large saving—of course, I 
know that does not count for anything— 
and in the opinion, not of the humble 
civilian who is addressing the House of 
Commons, but of the most eminent 
artillerists and of the general staff, in a 
fashion which gives you a really good 


arrangement and organisation for the 
mobilisation of sixty-three batteries 


against the forty-two we have at the pre- 
sent time. As to the Militia, is there a 
revolution in the decision to take the 
Militia and ask them to engage when they 
enlist to go abroad in time of war? Why, 
that was the subject of a Bill brought 
in by the late Government which passed 
the House of Lords and which was, in the 
abstract, to form part of a scheme to 
which the House of Commons showed a 
tremendous antipathy. The last point, 
too, I think, was not the subject of much 
controversy. It was the principle that 
all organisation should be for war. Is 
that a principle on which there is much 
controversy ? No, Sir, the whole dis- 
cussion upon this Army scheme confines 
itself to the application of a principle on 
which, I believe, there is no difference 
on the two sides of the House. We dis- 
cussed all these things ad longum in their 
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initial stages in March for two days" 
There was a further opportunity of dis- 
cussing them in connection with the Army 
Estimates just after Whitsuntide, when T 
observed that right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site, with the exception of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Croydon, were 
conspicuous by their absence. And, 
finally, we discussed them for one day 
just lately, and we have submitted to the 
opportunity of discussing them for three 
hours to-night. In these circumstances 
I am unable to see where the charge of 
breach of faith comes in or where the 
ground of complaint comes in. No doubt 
if the session had been more free from 
great discussion over other measures, we: 
should have had more time for these 
matters. But, after all, those on the 
Opposition side, as well as those on the 
Government side, must cut their coats 
according to the cloth they have got, and 
if there is less cloth for this particular 
purpose than right hon. Gentlemen wish, 
[ think it is their own fault. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that, 
though the right hon. Gentleman had 
claimed the right to go outside the terms 
of the Motion, he did not intend to do so, 
They had quite enough matter if they con- 
fined themselves to the terms of the 
Motion. What they wanted to under- 
stand was why the pledges given to the 
House had been broken. He had said, 
and he repeated, that pledges, unequivo- 
cal and clear and reiterated, had been 
given to the House and all had been 
broken. He had said that the first 
pledge was that this matter, this new 
scheme, should be discussed, and di- 
cussed in July. These were the right hon. 
Gentlemen’s words, and he did not think 
he would deny them— 


“ And “ry there would be ample time for 
discussion.” 


It was aiid trifling with the House 
to say that ample opportunity for the 
discussion of a scheme of this kind had 
been given in a debate of three hours. 
Then there was another pledge. There 
was a pledge with regard to the destruc- 
tion of battalions. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said practically nothing at all about 
that. The right hon. Gentlemang said 
perfectly unequivocally, in answer to his 


“> 
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hon. 
no idea whatever of disbanding ten | 
battalions. The, right hon. Gentleman | 
that afternoon had _ said that his 
reference was to battalions of the Line, 
and he wished to cail attention to a 
remarkable discrepancy. It was 
battalions of the Line to which he had 
referred but Regular battalions. That 
was clear enough for him. 
the right hon. Gentleman told them that 
afternoon ? 


of insanity to destroy home battalions. 
He quite agreed, but what was the right 
hon. Gentleman going to do? Where 
were the battalions which were going to 
be destroyed? One was at Alder- 
shot, another at the Curragh, 
others in Ireland. 


Mr. HALDANE said they had brought 
home eight battalions in order that they 
might get rid of four linked battalions. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER | asked 
whether the right hon. Gentleman in the 
speech he made intended it to be under- 


stood or expected that any rational being | 


would understand that he was going to 
destroy a battalion at the Curragh, 
battalion at Limerick, a battalion at 
Tipperary, a battalion at Aldershot, 
and two battalions in London. His own 
belief was that when the right hon. 
Gentleman made that speech he had 
not made up his mind at all. 


Mr. HALDANE: It is absolutely un- 


true. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he ac- 
cepted that rather uncourteous disclaimer. 
The right hon. Gentleman had also stated 
that he said in the same speech that he 
proposed to retain the liberty of destroying 
battalions in the Colonies. There was 


no such reference in the speech, though | 


there was a reference to the possibility 
of withdrawing battalions from the 
Colonies. But let it be supposed the 
reservation was made. The right hon. 
Gentleman had stated on March 6th that 


there was no foundation whatever for | 


the statement that ten Regular battalions 
were to be reduced; 
he had declared that it would be an act 
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friend behind him, that there was | 


not | 


What was it | 


That in his speech of March | 
&th he referred to the question of home | 
battalions and that it would be an act | 


and two | 


a | 


on March 8th} 
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of insanity to destroy ten home battalions. 
| From those two propositions the House 
and the country were to infer that he 
did intend to destroy ten battalions. 
| All he could say was that if thit 
was the result of clear thinking it 
might be with advantage accompanied 
by a little clear expression. This matter 
was discussed in the belief that these 
reductions were not going to take place 
| The right hon. Gentleman had thought 
| fit to twit him with regard to acts 
which it was suggested he had committed 
or been about to commit. The right 
hon. Gentleman had said that he had pro- 
| posed to reduce fourteen battalions of 
| the Line. That figure did appear in the 
return presented to Parliament. What 
words, however, did he use? He said— 

‘* We shall have to create in these counties 
territorial battalions and until we have created 
| them we shall not be able to effect the reduc- 


| tion in the existing line battalions whie th I 
hope we may ulti mately be able to effect.” 





/That was a statement he made many 
‘times. The right hon. Gentleman had 
twitted him with having preceded him 
| in the idea of making the Militia batteries 
feeders for the Regular batteries in time 


of war. What did he say then? He 
said what the right hon. Gentleman 


had not said, that there could be no 
more question of taking the whole of 
these 12,000 or 14,000 Militiamen than 
of inducing the Brigade of Guards to 
enlist in the Volunteers. That was 
the whole difference. The right hon. 
Gentleman had taken credit for the 
passage of the whole of this Militia 
artillery out of their Militia units into 
the ammunition train of the Regular 
batteries. If that was not so, what 
became of all his calculations, of 
his statement that officers and men 
had been found when they had been 
wanting in the past? The right hon. 
Gentleman had been premature. There 
was a whole sheaf of questions that 
day to which he could not give any 
answer. He had said he was going 
to give the Volunteer Artillery guns, 
but he could not say whether the guns 
were in existence or how they could 
possibly be paid for. Would it not 
have been better to have given the House 
of Commons a little time for discussing 
these things? The right hon. Gentleman 
told a yarn—it could be called nothing 
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else—about Lord Selborne and the Navy. 
He asked the House to look at the com- 
parison. Here was an executive act 
which they were told was to become 
operative at once. Lord Selborne issued 
a memorandum in which he stated that 
certain ships of the Navy were to be 
put in the third-class reserve. But 
absolutely nothing was done to the 
ships involved until the whole plan had 
been brought before Parliament and fully 
discussed on the Navy Estimates and the 
policy approved. Until he could show 
some analogy, the Secretary for War 
could not quote Lord Selborne’s action 
as a precedent. What had been the 
upshot of this debate? It was im- 
possible to develope arguments fully 
with the meagre time given to dis- 
cuss the position of the Army.  [Tronical 
MINISTERIAL Cheers.] Hon. Gentle- 
men challenged him; but he insisted 
that the Army was being destroyed. 
The infantry were to be 
10,000. Moreover, if the hon. 


right 


Gentleman wished to destroy the artillery | 


he could not have found a better plan. | Seas 
they propose a reduction before they get 


The effect of wiping out some sixty-seven 
officers and 3,000 men of the Horse and 
Feld Artillery would be seriously felt in 
the formation of the Reserve. 


{COMMONS} 
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it its own solution. Those who thought 
the Army should be reduced would vote 
with the Government on this occasion, 
and those who thought the Army must 
be maintained in its ‘full strength and at 
its full expense would vote for this 
Motion. Then they might proceed to 
reduce the Army without any question ag 
to whether a reduction should be made 
without the sanction of Parliament, 
The right hon. Gentleman opposite said 
they were going to make a revolutionary 
change by abolishing ten battalions of 
the Regular Army. “But the right hon. 
Gentleman had proposed to abolish four- 
teen battalions. It was true that he 
proposed to set up another kind of 
Army, but his own Party objected to 
it, and he had to drop it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What was 
proposed was that there should be a 
reduction of long service battalions and 
battalions. 
The gravamen of our charge against the 
scheme of the Government is_ that 
will follow our 


the substitute. If they 


/example and will make no reduction 


Where we | 


got 100 men under the old system 
we should have only forty now. 
He said, again, that this was really 
a measure for the destruction of 
the Army. [“Oh.”] The Opposition | 
had shown in this debate that the 


Secretary for War had on more than 
one occasion broken faith with the House, 
and that it was not in accordance with 


precedent nor the public interest that | 


these great changes should be made 
by the autocratic will of a Minister, and 


before action was taken. 


Masor SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) said that the gravamen of the 
charge against the Government was that 
if the Army was to be reduced Parliament 


before they have got the substitute 


we shall be content. 


Masor SEELY said the obvious retort 
was, “ Which example?” The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Crovdon had 
proposed to reduce the Army by fourteen 
battalions of infantry of the line, and it did 
not lie in his mouth to call this modest 
reduction a revolutionary change. He 
could not help it if people did not 
make up their own minds. He must be 


ot a Minis nd | permitted to make one more point in 
without any opportunity for discussion | 


Gentleman. If 


reply to the right hon. 
said it was 


the right hon. Gentleman 


' revolutionary to knock off ten battalions 


ought to express its opinon upon it | 


quite irrespective of the method by which 
that reduction was to be made. He 


asked whether the right hon. Gentleman | : ‘ 
: = | Croydon said they might as well call them 
who had just spoken, and who threw) ¢: : 


these charges of bad faith so lightly, did 
not see that the very Motion carried with 
Mr, Arnold-Forster. 


he must point out that the predecessor of 
the present War Minister had induced the 
House of Commons by a majority of 190 
to adopt a proposal to sweep away six 
army corps which had previously been 
said to be necessary for the safety of the 
country. In regard to these army corps 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 


Sunday school districts. He swept them 
away by a stroke of his pen and now he 
complained of a modest reduction. 
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*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
he had been the victim of 
misquotations that evening. He had 
never said that the six army corps 
might be called Sunday school districts, 
but that it did not matter two straws 
by what name they were called. 


Masor SEELY said the right hon. 
(Gentleman could not deny the fact that he 
swept away the whole system of the six 
army corps, and therefore he submitted 
that it did not lie in his inouth to call this 
modest reduction of ten battalions a 
revolutionary change. When the right 
hon. Gentleman himself had swept away 
six army corps he came down and said 
that to reduce the Army by 20,000 men 
was to destroy the Army. Had the right 
hon. Gentleman forgotten that he himself 
said that the men were not there to be 
destroyed ? It was not very revolution- 
ary to abolish 20,000 men when the right 
hon. Gentleman had informed the House 
that the 20,000 men were not there to be 
abolished, and they knew they could not 
enlist them. It was a case of the pot 
calling the kettle black, and it was not a 
very profitable discussion,although it was 
one in which Mr. Brodrick and the right 
hon, Gentleman might engage between 
themselves. When, however, the right 
hon, Gentleman came down and lightly 
made these charges of bad faith he 
thought it was time that the House of 
Commons should express an opinion upon 
the right hon. Gentleman’s own action. 
He had nothing to complain of in the 
language of the mover of the Resolu- 
tion or of that of the noble Lord 
who seconded, who contended that it 
was not desirable to reduce the Army. 
He only complained of the charges of 
bad faith. It had been argued that 
if an expeditionary force were dispatched 


many | 
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abroad we should have only 56,000 men | 


left for the defence of the country. His 
ownimpression was that the number would 


be very much larger,namely some 300,000 | 
men, and he did not think we need 


be under any apprehension. The calcu- 


lation omitted all the Volunteers and | 


Auxiliary Forces which his right hon. | 
friend hoped to include in his scheme. | 


On the general question, they must see 
that we could not maintain a Regular 
Army fit to cope with the great problems 
of a possible great war. Our Army 
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could not possibly be anything but a 
nucleus and an example, and the only 
way to make it a nucleus and a real 
example was to pick and choose and to 
take only the best men—{‘* What 
about the Guards?”]—and see that 
they were armed with the best 
weapons. He honestly believed that by 
reduction the Army would increase its 
efficiency and that the charge of bad 
faith could not be sustained. 


Army Reductions. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) said he made no complaint of 
the inconsistency of the hon. Member 
for the Abercromby Division, because it 
was the hon. Gentleman himself who 
on the March &th last moved a reduction 
of the Army by 10,000 men. The present 
Secretary of State protested against the 
Motion, and in the division that took 
place on the 15th the Government was 
saved by the Opposition. He himself 
was approached by the Patronage Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, who said, “ I hope 
you are not going to leave the House, 
because if you are we shall be beaten.” 
He remembered his distinctly saying 
that if the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
the Member for the Abercromby Division 
went to a division the Government would 
be beaten. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) said he had no re- 
collection of any such declaration upon 
his part, and it was certainly one he 
would never have made to his hon. and 
gallant friend. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT said he 
held in his hand the division list of the 
division taken upon the Motion of the 
hon. and gallant Member. The majority 
was fairly large, the Ayes were 56 and 
the Noes were 296. That majority was 
largely made up of the votes of the Opposi- 
tion in consequence of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State stating 
that he had no intention of making any 
reduction in the Army. The right hon. 
Gentleman therefore had no intention to 
reduce the Army by even 10,000 men. 
He had shown great capacity and 
industry in his present office, but he was 
doing himself an injustice by forcing this 
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scheme of reduction of 20,000 men with- 
out consultation with the House of Com- 
mons: When last March the right hon. 
Gentleman said he would make his state- 
ment on July 12th he gave a distinct 
pledge that there should be ample oppor- 
tunity for discussion. On July 15th the 
Prime Minister said there would not be 
any further opportunity given for dis- 
cussion, and that the right hon. Gentleman 
was quite at liberty to proceed with his 
scheme. He had hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would to-night have stated 
in reply to his right hon. friend the 
Leader of the Opposition, that he would 
not proceed with this policy, of which 
he declared himself to be the unwilling 
instrument, until the House had had 
full time to discuss it. It was absolutely 
useless for the Secretary of State for War 
to hurl invective against the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Croydon. 
When the right hon. Member for Croydon 
was Secretary of State for War he (Sir 
Howard Vincent) did not approve of the 
measure which was proposed, and he 
said he would never make the Army a 
Party question. The proposals of the 
right hon. Gentleman were not approved 
by many of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
supporters, and there was no reason 
why they should consent to this reduction 
of 20,000 without the matter having been 
discussed by the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman had declared that at no pre- 
vious time was the Army in a more 
efficient condition than when he took 
over office, and that never before this 
time had they such good material 
in the Army; that the morale of both 
the officers and the men was as 
good as ever it was. That was high 
praise of the right hon. Member for 
Croydon, from whom he took over the 
seals of office. Yet what did the right 
hon. Gentleman do? He cut away eight 
battalions of the line, and two battalions 
of the Guards, and made reductions in 
the artillery which even now had not 
sufficient men to mount the guns. But 
whatever he had or had not done, 
what the Government had to do was to 
look at the present position of the empires 
of the world. Was this the moment to 
reduce the Army by 20,000? Reference 
had been made to an alleged mandate, 
but there was not a single Member, so 


far as he could ascertain, who had ever, | 


Sir Howard Vincent. 
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in his election address or in the speeches 
he made to the electorate, advocated 
the abolition of ten battalions. 


Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.) : 


Oh ves, 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT : Who did 2 


Mr. BYLES: I did. 


Sir HOWARD-VINCENT aid _ his 
hon. friend was capable of many things 
which were aimed at the destruction of 
the Empire. He did not think even the 
hon. Member, whose views were well 
known, would recommend that three 
battalions should be taken away from 
South Africa at the present time, 
The Under-Secretary for the Colonies 
told his constituents the other day that 
it was a message of sympathy that they 
should send to the white community 
in South Africa whose lives and fortunes 
might at any time be swept into an 
abvss. To meet the situation the Secre- 
tary of State for War proposed to remove 
three battalions of regular infantry. It 
was not alone a question of South Africa. 
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
recently gave a solemn warning to the 
House. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that if the House of Commons did 
anything at this moment to weaken or 
destroy the authority of the Govern- 
ment as it existed in Egypt they would 
be face to face with a very serious situa- 
tion. Lord Cromer, speaking of the rise 
of Moslem fanaticism against the Chris- 
tian population, said that a permanent in- 
crease would have to take place in the 


numbers of the British Garrison in 
Egypt. And this was the moment when 


the Secretary of State for War and his 
party chose to reduce the Army by 
20,000 men, and not only that but they 


removed battalions from Malta and 
Gibraltar, places where they would 


most likely be wanted. The right hon. 
Gentleman was doing himself a grave 
injustice. He had no fault to find, but 
rather gratitude to express, for the 
attitude which the right hon. Gentleman 
had taken up with regard to the Auxiliary 
Forces. But he knew of no information 


|which would justify the assumption that 


30,000 Militia and 3,000 Yeomanry 
would be ready in the event of war to go 
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abroad. No guarantee that he was aware 


of had been given by the commanding 
officers of Militia as a whole, and the 
Secretary of State for War had no right 
at such a time to propose to abandon 
90,000 of the regular Army unless he had 
a scheme of expansion ready. The 
moment was inopportune for this re- 
duction, and he believed the right hon. 
Gentleman was giving way to the pres- 
sure of his own partv without full con- 
sideration of the merits of the case. Two 
Guards’ battations were to be done away 
with, and he thought the right hon. 
Gentleman was hoping that circum- 
stances might arise to save him from this 
reduction because he was compelled to 
send one of the battalions which he was 
proposing to reduce to reinforce the 
garrison at Egypt. If proof were needed 
of the absurdity of reducing the Army 
at the present time, it was shown in the 
action of the right hon. Gentleman in 
sending the Coldstream Guards to Egypt. 
He was only expressing the views of his 
constituents in opposing the reduction 
of the Army. He had received a tele- 
gram as follows— 

“Hope Haldane’s proposals will improve 
soldier's lot, with no reductions of the Army.” 

That was from Mr. Greenwood, the 
secretary of the Liberal Association. 
The promise he had made to his con- 
stituents was to resist this reduction 
of the Army by all possible means. 


Mr. WARD rose in his place, and 
claimed to move, “ That the Question 
be now put;” but Mr. Speaker with- 
held his assent, and declined then to put 
that Question. 


CotonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epping) 
said he rose to contradict in the most abso- 
lute way the statements made by the hon. 
Member for East Bristol as regarded the 
Guards’ Brigade. It had fallen to the 
lot of the hon. Member alone to attempt 
by a studied insult to cast slur upon a 
body of men who had never claimed to 
be any better than the rest of His 
Majesty’s troops, but who at all events 
comprised men who had done their duty 
in every portion of the globe to which 
they had been sent. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE: I am absolutely 
unaware of having said anything which 
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was an insult, studied or otherwise, to 
the Guards. May I ask the right,hon. 
Gentleman to quote the words to which 
he has alluded ? 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD said he had 
been present during the whole debate, 
and had taken the precaution of taking 
down the words. The hon. Member 
talked of the bravery of reducing the 
Guards, whose principal use was to police 
London, and of the glitter and glamour 
of the Brigade of Guards. The whole 
speech was so evidently meant as an 
insult [Cries of “No, no,” and “ With- 
draw] that he should be ashamed of 
himself if he did not take the opportunity 
to repudiate it most strongly. He main- 
tained that the Secretary for War had not 
given a reason for reducing the battalions 
of Guards, and no one would contend 
that they were not as efficient as other 
battalions in the Army. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE: I give an absolute 


contradiction to what the right hon. 
Gentleman has said. I said that it 
was an unpopular thing to reduce 


the battalions of Guards. [Cries of 
“ Society.”] Is that anvthing against the 
Guards ? 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD said that a 
truth which was half a truth was very 
difficult to meet, but he adhered to what 
he had said. Surely they were entitled 
to ask the Government to give some 
reason for singling out the Guards for 
reduction. He wished to point out that 
it took seven vears to make a good ar- 
tilleryman, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man was now proposing to fill up their 
ranks with Militiamen. Those who were 
interested in the Army had a right to 
demand some reason why the Guards 
had been chosen for reduction. 


Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs) said it was unwise to 
make such large reductions until they 
knew how the new national Army which 
had been foreshadowed by the right hon. 
Gentleman would turn out. It would 
be far more reasonable to give the 
national Army a fair trial, and then if 
it succeeded they might proceed to 
reduce the Army. He could well imagine 
our foreign foes rejoicing over such a 
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prospect as was now before them. Was 
the British Army so strong and our vast 
Imperial responsibilities so insignificant 
that at a critical time like that which 
existed in North and South Africa at the 
present moment we could afford to 
reduce the Army by a single man ! 


Mr. HALDANE rose in his place, 
and claimed to move, “‘ That the Ques- 
tion be now put,” but Mr. Speaker 
withheld his assent, and declined then 
to put that Question. 


Mayor ANSTRUTHER-GRAY, , who 
continued his speech amid cries of 
‘** Divide, divide,” said that no lover ol 
England could contemplate the reduc- 
tions which had been proposed, with a 
light heart. They had to uphold a| 
great Empire and they had to safeguard 
the interests of millions of people abroad. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put,” 
but Mr. Speaker withheld his assent, 
and declined then to put that Question. 


Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY said | 
in conclusion he wished to say qui 
desiderat pacem praeparet bellum, which 
for the information of hon. Members 
opposite he might explain meant that 
he who desired peace should be prepared 
for war. 


And, it being Eleven of the clock, 
the Motion for Adjournment lapsed 
without Question put. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
And, it being after Eleven of the clock 
the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


{COMMONS} 








again upon Monday next. 
Major Anstruther-Gray, 
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DEANERY OF MANCHESTER BILI. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton) moved 
that the Bill be read a second time this 
day three months, as no explanation 
had been given by the Government. He 
thought they were entitled to know 
what this Bill was intended to do. Why 
should they pass it in dumb show ? . 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am in charge of this Bill. Its object is 
fully explained in a memorandum which 
has been circulated. The effect of the 
measure is this. There were certain 
houses provided for the dean and canons 
of Manchester. A few years ago, these 
houses having become unsuitable for that 
purpose, an enactment was passed dealing 
with the interest of the canons, and there 
was a new arrangement of their income 
whereby they received a small sum of the 
value of the houses that they had had the 
use of before. They were provided with 
houses in a more convenient part of the 
city. But the dean was left with his 
house—a house in one of the most valu- 
able and busy streets in Manchester— 
and the property had become of great 
value. The dean received in emolu- 
ments £1,000 as dean and £500 as resident 
clergyman—£1,500 a year, a very ordin- 
ary sum for the dean. But besides that 
the late dean enjoyed £1,100 a year 
because of the enhanced value of the site 
of the house which he no longer used, 
that site having been let on a long lease 
and a premium having been received. A 
regular deanery was erected in a better 
part of the city. But he received the 
£1,100 in addition to the ordinary 
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emoluments of the deanery. 
peared to me and to the ecclesiastical 
authorities—the Church Estates Com- 
missioners—to be a state of things which 
ought to be set right—that the dean’s 
office should be dealt with in the same 
way as the offices of the canons were 
dealt with: on the previous occasions. 
That is the object of this Bill. The dean 
in future will not enjov this £1,100 a 
year. He will live in the house pro- 
vided elsewhere. He will have all the 
emoluments which properly belong to the 
office, and the sum which is taken fron 
the general emoluments of the late dean 
will be applied to the enhancement of the 
capitular funds, so that the Church in the 
locality will get the benefit. That is 
a simple, straightforward, and common- 
sense arrangement. I believe there is no 
objection from any quarter, and in the 
somewhat unaccustomed part of ecclesi- 
astical reformer I have to submit the 
measure to the House. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY thanked the Prime 
Minister for his lucid explanation of the 
purpose of the Bill. He asked leave te 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


3ill read a second time, and committed 
Jor Monday next. 


OPEN SPACES BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com- 
ittee), considered. 
Motion made, and Question — pro- 
posed, “‘ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY moved that the Bill 
be read a third time upon this day three 
months. Why should this Bill be 
passed sub silentio? Before it became 
law its meaning should be made clear 
to the House of Commons. There were 
many points in the Bill which required 
explanation. It had been said that the 
Bill had been before a Standing Commit- 
tee, but hon. Members who had worked 
upstairs during the present session knew 
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This ap-| that these Committees had had too much 


to do, and that Bills had been rushed 
through without fair and full discussion. 
[“‘ No.”] Those who had not seen eye 
to eve with hon. Members on _ the 
opposite side of the House had the 


greatest difficulty in getting a fair 
hearing. He insisted that it was incum- 


bent on the Government to say what they 
were going to do on the Report stage. 
. 
That was the only reason why he had 
proposed his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words, ‘upon 
this day three months.’”—(Mr. Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Sr EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, 8.) said he hoped the opposition 
to the Bill would be withdrawn. The Bill 
was merely a measure of consolidation. 


Amendment negatived. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


MUSICAL COPYRIGHT BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that he had 
put an Amendment on the Paper be- 
cause of a most scandalous attack which 
had been made on an hon. Member by 
an Irish Journal, but he did not intend 
to persist with that Amendment. 


Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.) said he 
wished to move an Amendment which 
was really intended to protect the very 
poorest of the King’s subjects. He put 
it to all Parties in the House and to all 
impartial men whether it was a reason- 
able thing to pick up a poor hawker on 
Ludgate Hill and put him in the dock 
and ask him to prove his imnocence. 
These poor men did not realise that 
they were doing anything wrong; they 
were only anxious to earn something 
for the support of their wives and child- 
ren. He contended that this clause 
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was making one law for the rich and | hon. friend were to attempt to sell pirated 


another law for the poor. He 
again that proceedings should be taken 
not against the hawker, but the publisher 
«f the music. 


*Mr. SVEAKER said he must tnvite the 
hon. Member to come to the Amend- 
ment. 


Mr. BYLES said he did not wish to 
show any animosity against publishers 
or composers ; indeed, he had a personal 
friend who lived upon royalties obtained 
from musical compositions. 


*Mr. LUPTON said that according to 
the Report of the Departmental Com- 
mittee appointed in 1904 to inquire into 
this question an experienced publisher— 
Mr. Day—said it required experience to 
distinguish between a copyright which 
was in force and one which was run out. 
He had himself produced in that House a 
piece of music which had no printer’s or 
publisher’s name upon it, which was 
not copyright, and it being impossible, 
or at all events difficult, for an 
ordinary man to distinguish between 
copyright and non-copyright music, 
why should .these ignorant hawkers be 
made responsible 2? A man might sell one 
piece of music and, being in the right, 
would go free, and he might sell another 
and, being in the wrong, be sent to gaol. 
The Government had refused to accept 
an Amendment with regard to the regis- 
tration of copyrights, and therefore he 
supported the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


‘In page 1, line 8, after the word “ work” 
Lo insert the words, ‘which he knows to be 
pirated.’ —(Mr, Dyles.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted. ” 


*THE HOME SECRETARY (Mr. Giap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.) said no doubt the 
lon. Member had spoken in assertion of 
what he thought was a public principle, 
but he hoped the House would forgive him 
for traversing the same ground over 
which they went the night before last. 
ite thought his hon. friend had con- 
s derably exaggerated the effects of this 
Killifit passed. Supposing it passed, if his 
Mr. Biles, 


said | 


music the magistrate would ask him to 


‘account for the possession of it. If he 
could not do so, then and then only 
/ would any penalty be inflicted. All he 





would have to show was that he was 
justified in selling the music and that it 
was innocently in his possession. He 
hoped the House might now be allowed 
to proceed with the Bill. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.) supported the 
Amendment. Unless it were adopted 
the real criminal would not be dealt with, 
but the least corrupt of the parties 
concerned would be proceeded against. 
There were three parties concerned, the 
one the producer of the pirated music 
the other the seller, and then there was the 
man who purchased it, knowing it to be 
pirated. In his view the greatest crimin- 
ality existed on the part of the man who 
purchased the music knowing it to be 
pirated. This was the real criminal. 
because if there were no purchasers there 
would be no sellers. There seemed to be 
no intention on the part of the promoters 
of this Bill to go for the real offender. 
This was the worst kind of ciass legisla- 
tion, because it was unaccompanied by 
any Safeguards, 


Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Holmfirth) supported the speech of his 
hon. friend. The ordinary principle of 
law was that a man was to be considered 
innocent until he was proved guilty. 


* Mr. GLADSTONE said they had spent 
three or four hours in discussing this 
matter the night before, and the question 
was then considerably argued by the 
Attorney-General, who dealt with the law. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that if 
the right hon. Gentleman would look 
at the Bill he would find it contained 
a very curious innovation of the law. 


It constituted a common constable 
a judge of the law of copyright. If a 
constable saw a man with certain 


copies of music and formed the opinion 
that those copies were pirated copies 
and that the man had them in his 
possession for sale, he could apprehend 
him. The hon. and learned the Attorney- 
General might be walking in the street 
and might buy a copy of “ Dolly Gray” 














Musical 


at Charing Cross. A constable seeing 
the music sticking out of his pocket might 
form the opinion that it was pirated 
music and was for the purposes of sale 
in the possession of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman, whom he might take to 
the station. That was the position to 
which they had come, that a constable 


was to arrest without warrant. He 
could only say that during the 
time he had been in Parliament he 


had never known such a_ prostitution 
of its proceedings. 


*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) said he 
did not object to this Bill. He was in 
favour of it ifthe Amendment was carried. 
But this was an attempt to introduce 
into the law of the land the principle 
that if a man could not prove his innocence 
he was to be held to be guilty. The Bill 
was just as good without this objection- 
able clause, and he was astonished that a 
Liberal Government should go out of 
their way to try and alter the law of the 
land in this most objectionable way. He 
hoped the Government would allow this 
objectionable clause to be taken out of 
the Bill. In every other law that he 
knew of they had to prove every step 
before they got a conviction, and he 
could not see why that should not be 
done in this case. He hoped the Govern- 
ment would allow the clause to be 
eliminated and thus make this Bill fit to 
be placed on the British Statute Book. 


*Mr. BERTRAM — (Hertfordshire, 
Hitchin) said that as perhaps the only 
musical composer in the House he might 
be allowed to say he thought it was 
an abuse of the forms of the House that 
after the long discussion which had 
taken place upon this Amendment during 
the Committee stage, there should be 
this debate upon it on Report. The 
present remedy was for the composer 
to bring an action for damages against 
anybody who pirated his music. But 
the Bill as amended in effect provided 
for the infliction of a fine for the first 
offence, for which the accused hawker 
could not be imprisoned, and the whole 
ground on which the opposition to the 
clause rested had been cut away. 
The hon. Member for North Louth had 
referred to the risk incurred by the street 
vendor of music which might not 
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be pirated of arrest by a _ constable 
who might suddenly take it into his 


head to run him in. Procedure of 
a similar kind for the forcible seizure 
of pirated music had been effected 
under the Act of 1902. A composer 
whose music had been pirated found 
the music being sold, say at Tra- 


falgar Square, by two or three men. 
He purchased a copy, and having 
done so he went to a magistrate and 
asked him to assist him by secding a 
constable to take the music away from 
the man and destroy it. At the present 
time this was the only remedy the com- 
poser had. The grievance from which they 
suffered required special remedies, and 
it seemed to him that there was no call 
for the House to encourage these street 
hawkers of music pirated or not pirated, 
for whose immunity some hon. Gentle- 
men were so solicitous. 


*Mr. LUPTON pointed out that not 
one word had been said in defence of selling 
pirated music. They simply asked for 
justice. 


*Mr. BERTRAM said the remedy 
provided by this Bill was a_ perfectly 
proper one. The hawker for the first 
offence was not subjected to imprison- 
ment but to a fine, and he would receive 
the most considerate treatment from 
the magistrate because he would recog- 
nise that he had not got the real offender 
before him. He hoped the House would 
not vary the decision it came to on the 
previous Monday. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) remarked 
that it had been said that with regard 
to the sale of pirated music under the 
present law that there was no remedy. He 
presumed that hon. Members did not 
know that the so-called king of the 
pirates was at present in gaol suffering 
a term of nine months imprisonment. It 
was perfectly true that there was thought 
to be no remedy, but it was discovered 
that there was a remedy, and that it 
was sufficient to enable them to put 
the king of the pirates into prison. 


Therefore he could not see that there 
was any reason for straining one of 


the fundamental principles of English 
law. ‘Lhe other question that he wished 
to allude to was this. There was an 
assumption underlying the remarks of 
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those who supported the Bill that it was 
perfectly easy to tell a pirated copy 
hecause it contained no publisher’s name. 
But there was nothing to prevent a false 
name being put upon a piece of music, 
and in that ease there would be no possi- 
bility of prosecuting a man because there 
would be a name on the copy. A third 
point was that under this Bill there was 
no prosecutor to take upon himself the 
responsibility for actions. This was an 
important question. The reason of this 
Amendment was that the Joint Com- 
mittee which sat on the question recom- 
mended that there should be a prose- 
cutor who should come forward and 
be responsible. The Bill said that an 
ordinary policemen was to be the judge of 
whether certain music was pirated music, 
and also of whether the man who had 
it in his possession intended to sell it. 
A little while since in a market place of 
one of the towns in this country, he saw a 
hawker of music who must have had 2,000 
pieces of music, tied up in bundles, in his 
cart. 
policeman took those bundles and found 
one piece of pirated music. Then he 
could take the man and lock him up and 
keep him until he was satisfied of his 
Sonu fides. Hethought the House should 
de very careful how they made this new 
departure. He did not say that it was 
not necessary, but what he did say was 
that proof had not been given of its 
necessity, and in the absence of proof 
of necessity they ought not to pass 
this measure. Supposing a policeman 
arrested a man, he would be placed in 
the strange position of having to prove 
his innocence, and in that case he would 
be absolutely powerless to get damages 
from anyone. He did not think the 
police were the class of men who ought 
to be the judges whether music was 
pirated or not, or whether a man should 
sell it or not. Nor did he think that 
policemen should be absolutely absolved 
from all responsibility if they made a 
cruel mistake by arresting an innocent 
person. ‘There was a growing necessity 
that at any rate they should not narrow 
the market for cheap music. The music 
trade of this country was in a most 
unsatisfactory condition, and it had 
always resolutely resisted any attempt 
to have a registration of music in any- 
thing like a regular form. A publisher 
simply registered a title like “ Love me 
my darling ” and the rest of it, and that 
Mr, Harwood, 
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was all, and yet they were seeking 
all these extraordinary powers. The 
trade was asking for restrictive legis- 
lation which had not been asked for 
by any other trade in this country. 
The Bill broke a fundamental principle 
of English law, and the music trade 
ought to be obliged to prove that it 
had done everything to put its house 
in order before asking the House of 
Commons to pass legislation of this kind. 
In regard to music the home trade was 
within a ring-fence, and not only 
publishing and selling but the singing 
of music was also in the hands of a 
syndicate. 


THE CHAIRMAN said he thought the 
hon. Member was getting rather wide of 
the Amendment. 


Mr. HARWOOD in conclusion hoped 
the House would not take such an 
extraordinary step without being con 
vinced of the absolute necessity for a 
3ill of this character. 


Mr. R. PEARCE (Staffordshire, Leek) 
said he should like to have an assur- 
ance that the prosecutor wouid have 
to prove that the music was copyright. 


*Srr JOHN WALTON said he wished 
to intervene at this stage in order that 
he might remove a _ misapprehension 
which appeared to exist amongst a large 
section of the House in reference to the 
procedure under this Bill. Supposing a 
man was found selling pirated music in 
the street, he might be apprehended by 
a constable if he thought there were 
reasonable grounds for suspecting that the 
man Was committing an offence within the 
section. That was no novelty inlaw. A 
constable had that discretion now and 
might exercise it in connection with all 
kinds of offences in the metropolis. The 
police at the present time had power to 
arrest persons whom they suspected of 
criminal offences. With regard to the 
prosecution, there must of course be a 
prosecutor, and some person would have 
to come before the magistrate and declare 
that the music of which he was the 
owner, or which belonged to some 
person whom he represented, had 
been pirated. The first step was 
to show that the music alleged to 
have been pirated was protected 
by copyright, and in order to prove 
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that fact the necessary evidence would 
be the production of a copy of the 
register showing that that particular 
piece of music was on the register and 
protected by copyright. The second 
step was to show that the particular 
coples incriminated had heen  pub- 
lished without the permission of the 
owner of the copyright and were pirated. 
He believed it was the universal 
practice that all authors of published 
music had their names on the face of the 
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music. It also coutained the name | 
of the printer and publisher. Music 
a hundred years old was not the 


subject of copyright. He was dealing 
with music which was the subject of 
copyright. If it was shown that a hawker 
was in possession of music which was 
pirated and appeared to be so owing to the 
absence of the name of the pul isher or 
the printer, a prima facie case was estab- 
lished, and therefore every magistrate 


would say to the defendant, “ You are | 


selling music which, on the face of it, 
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appears to be pirated. What explanation 
have you to give of coming into possession 
of that musie?” In that way the onus 
was thrown on the hawker to prove his 
innocence. In other words, he had to 
remove the inferences which under the 
circumstances pointed against him. That 
was not unreasonable. If the hawker 
could show that he was not aware that 
the music in his possession was unauthor- 
ised, that would be a good answer, or if 
he could show that the music was given 
him in a bundle and that he had had no 
opportunity of opening it and seeing it, 
the magistrate would have reason to 
suppose that he was innocent. In the 
event of a conviction, the aggrieved 
person could ask the magistrate to state 
a case for appeal. 


Question put. 


The House 
Noes, 176. 


divided :—Ayes, 69 ; 
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Barran, Rowland Hirst 
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Watt, H. Anderson 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilkie, Alexander 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
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Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Duckworth, James 
Duffy, William J. 
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Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Roberts, Charles H. , Lincoln) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roberts, 8. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Soares, Ernest J. 
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Stanger, H. Y. 

Starkey, John R. 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
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Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomkinson, James 

Toulmin, George 

Turnour, Viscount 

Ure, Alexander 
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Verney, F. W. 

Wallace, Robert 
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Wilson, A. Stanley (York, R.E.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


*Mr. LUPYON (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford) said that the Amendment standing 
in his name had been recommended by the 
Departmental Committee, and he hoped 
it would be accepted. 


Mr. CLAUDE 
Hoxton) seconded. 


HAY (Shoreditch, 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 1, line 14, after the word ‘con- 
stable’ to insert ‘if instructed in writing by 
the owner of the copyright or his agent.’” (Mr. 
Lupton.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY was rather 
surprised at the Government not attend- 
ing to the protest of Members on their 
own side of the House. He had al- 
ways noticed that whenever a Liberal 
Government was in office the most 
daring jobs were perpetrated, and that 
the Government were hoodwinked. He 
should like to see the Tory Party en- 
deavouring to carry through a job of this 
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sort with a vigilant Radical Opposition. 
The Tory Party would not have ventured 
to deal with the matter in this way. 
This Amendment opened up a question 
of enormous importance. The Bill had 
been presented as a measure in the 
interest of the poor musical composer, 
who, however, only got a royalty of 
about twopence a copy from the publisher 
for his song, while the publisher robbed 
him and would continue to rob him under 
the wegis of this Bill of the other pro- 
fits of his work. No word of sympathy 
was said for the poor composer in regard 
to that matter. What it was sought to 
secure by this Amendment was that the 
prosecution should not be an anonymous 
one, and that the police constable 
should not arrest a hawker at 
instance of a wealthy syndicate, without 
some one being personally responsible to 
the person arrested. He had always 
understood that the Liberal Party were 
the champions of public liberty and yet 


they were at the instance of wealthy | 
syndicates going to deprive subjects of , 


their liberty. Somebody should be put 
forward other than a common informer, 
who would be answerable in an action for 
malicious prosecution. Was that an unrea- 
sonable proposal ! Certainly not. Songs 
might be claimed to be copyright, while 
other people said they were not copyright. 
There might be ditferent versions of the 
same song —there were hundreds of 
versions of “The Wearing of the 
Green.” The hon. Member for the Scot- 
land Division of Liverpool might himself 
write a version of it and claim copyright 
of that version. A constable might arrest, 
and then the hon. Member might say 
it was a mistake and no one would be 
answerable. The Amendment simply 
asked that some responsible person should 
be put forward. If it was true as had 
been stated that there was an enormous 
amount of capital behind these owners 
of copyright was it not right that they 
should come forward and say that they 
were responsible and not the police 
constable? In Ireland they had had 
reason to complain of harsh police 
measures. When the Conservative Gov- 
ernment were in office if they attempted 
a job it would be denounced by the Liberal 
Party, but now that they had a Liberal 
Government in office the whole of that 
Party were silent. 
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*\Mr. GLADSTONE said he did not 
rise before because he was not sure 
whether this Amendment was seriously 
put forward, and he noticed that the hon. 
and learned Gentleman who had attacked 
the Liberal Party did not go into the 
argument of the result upon the Bill if 
the Amendment were agreed to. It was 
perfectly clear that if it was adopted it 
would make a mockery and a farce of the 
Bill. There were 400 or 500 owners of 
copyrights in London and some 16,000 
publications, and it came to this that 400 
or 500 publishers would have to write 
16,000 letters in order to empower a 
constable to arrest a man however out- 
rageous his offence might be. He did 
not think the proposal could be defended. 


Copyright Bill. 


*\Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) felt 
quite certain that they were right 


in discussing this question. He did 
not understand what the Home Secre- 
tary was endeavouring to lay down 
about the policeman being instructed 
to prosecute. In ordinary cases the 
police would not arrest anybody unless 
somebody undertook to attend, charge, 
and prosecute them. In this case the 
police constable should be instructed by 
somebody. He was exceedingly sorry 
that the Members of the Liberal Party 
should have to depend upon the hon. 
Member for North Louth for protection ; 
they had in the past endeavoured 
to protect the Irish people, but now it 
seemed that they had sunk to such a low 
level that they had to depend upon the 
hon. Member for North Louth for pro- 
tection. The Amendment merely pro- 
vided that the policeman should have 
the authority of somebody before he 
instituted a prosecution, and he could not 
understand the objection to a proposal of 
that kind. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY said the des- 
cription of the Home Secretary of the 
position was a travesty of the Amend- 
ment. It was not necessary that 16,000 
letters should be written. 


Mr. CREAN supported the Amend- 
ment because it was in his opinion a 
reasonable Amendment. In an ordinary 
case a constable could not arrest without 
complaint, and in this case he believed it 
was only right that a man who had a 
grievance against a hawker should first 
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lodge a complaint. It was.a tall order to 
say that a policeman should on his own 
authority arrest a man without a warrant 
and take him to the court. 


Musical 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.) said when 
this Bill was once in operation a man 
would be cast into prison, and would 
have the onus cast upon him to prove 
his innocence. If a man were appre- 
hended unjustly it was not right that 
he should have the responsibility of 
proving his innocence cast upon him. 
Someone should be responsible for proving 
the guilt of the person arrested. 


Mr. OHARE (Monaghan, N.) said he 
was one of those who took part in the 
debate on this extraordinary measure 
on the Committee stage and every other 
when it was before the House. In his 
opinion whenever a Government gave 
anything to a particular Party which it 
did not give to the country at large that 
Government was done. When a com- 
mittee had charge of a previous Bill 
some of the most important Amendments 
were discussed on both sides. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the hon. Member 
must confine himself to the Amendment 
before the House. 


Mr. O'HARE said he could scarcely 
avoid making a reference to the great 
change that had come over certain 
Gentlemen since they had come _ into 
ottice. The Amendment before the 
House had a most vital reference to the 
liberty of the subject. The entire House 
was animated by the same feeling. Ina 
previous Bill the Committee which con- 
sidered it was composed of some very 
eminent men and they rejected proposals 
similar to those contained in this Bill. 
He thought no case had been made out 
for passing this Bill. 


*Mr. SPEAKER invited the hon. 
entleman to come to the Amendment. 


Mr. O'HARE said the point of 
the Amendment was that there should 
should be some _ responsible person 


who could be sued in case an injustice 
was done to the person arrested, and 


Mr. Crean. 
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| upon whom the person wrongly arrested 
‘might fall back to obtain redress, 
_Where was the machinery in this Bill 
‘which provided a responsible individual: 
| who could be proceeded against? He 
‘appealed to the Attorney-General to 
exercise a little independence in this 
matter and to realise for once that there 
was a sense of justice even in the Liberal 
Party. 


Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe) said that on the last Amend- 
ment the Labour Party voted in the 
minority, but in regard to this Amend- 


ment they agreed with the Home 
Secretary. There was one matter, 


however, which he would like explained 
in order to remove some uneasiness from 
his mind. He objected to any policeman 
having the power to take a man into 
custody and keep him there until some- 
body turned up to prove that the piece 
of music he was charged with pirating 
was copyright. He would like the 
Attorney-General to give them some idea 
of the procedure from the time the man 
was arrested to the time the copyright was 
proved. Surely, somebody ought to he 
associated with the charge against the 
man who wasarrested. In ordinary cases 
it was the proprietor of the property 
which had been stolen or injured, and 
until they were assured in regard to the 
position of the prosecutor in this matter 
he thought they ought to resist the 
measure. 


*Sirn JOHN WALTON said the police 
would no doubt have instructions given 
to them with regard to songs which were 
being sold and pirated and which were 
the subject of copyright. If a man’s 
property had been stolen they could give 
instructions to the police to apprehend 
any person who was suspected of having 
this property. Ifthe police had reason- 
able grounds for suspecting a person they 
were entitled to arrest him. Having 
taken a person into custody they could 
take him to the nearest police station, 
where there was always a superior 
otticer known as the inspector, who 
exercised a very wide discretion. ‘The 
inspector would hear the nature of the 
complaint and ascertain whether in his 
view the grounds of suspicion were 
reasonable, and whether they were 
adequate to justify the retention of the 
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person suspected. The inspector could 
decide whether the person accused 


should be allowed to go to his home 
without bail or whether it was a case 
in which a person ought to be detained 
in custody. That was the general rule 
with regard to all cases under the law 
in operation in the Metropolis. With 
regard to those cases he did not under- 
stand that there was any difficulty. 
No constable would venture to arrest a 
man for selling pirated music unless he 
had received some instructions. He 
must know what musie was pirated, and 
he was entitled to arrest a person if he had 
reasonable grounds of suspicion that a 
man was selling pirated music. In such 
a case he could take a man into custody 
and take him to a police station where 
he would be brought face to face 
with the inspector. If the inspector 
ascertained that he was a_ respectable 
man and that his residence was well 


known, or that there was really no 
ground for supposing that he was 


intentionally selling pirated music then 


he could let him go. On the other 
hand, if the inspector thought the 
man knew he had no authority to 


sell that music or had no address, and 
could not give sufticient security to 
answer a summons, then of course he 
would be kept in custody. This Amend- 
ment said that there must be an instruc- 
tion in writing. But there was no such 
thing known in any other department 
of the criminal law. It was monstrous to 
say that you could not put a law 


into motion without having a docu- 
ment in the shape of a _ written 
authority. Even under the present law 


they could say to a constable “Arrest 
that man. I will be responsible.” 


Mr. LUPTON asked if he omitted 
the words “in writing” would that meet 
the question. 


*Srr JOHN WALTON said the words 
were not necessary because no constable 
would act on his own responsibility unless 
he was satisfied that there had been a 
breach of the law. It was only where 
the case was not clear and where 
the constable did not think he was justi- 
fied in acting upon his own responsibility 
that he would not act, but if someone 
came to the policeman and gave the man 
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in charge, then the arrest could be made. 
The whole proceedings were under the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act which were 
incorporated under this section. There 
would have to be placed before the 
magistrate an information and some 
person would have to prove the case 
on oath. All the facts necessary to 
constitute a prima facie case must be 
proved on oath, and unless that was done- 
the defendant would not be called 
upon to prove his innocence. They 
would have to prove first that the music 
was pirated. Therefore there was nothing 
exceptional as regarded procedure under 


this Bill. 


*Mr. H. H. MARKS said he thought 
the Attorney-General had made out a 
perfect case for this Amendment  pro- 
vided there was some slight modification 
of its terms. The right hon: and 
learned Gentleman had stated that the 
proceedings under this Bill were similar 
to proceedings under existing laws 
in other cases where property had been 
stolen. In cases of theft of goods 
the usual procedure was to instruct 
a constable to take certain steps, and 
the object of this Amendment was that 
when a similar thing took place in the 
case of pirated music there should be 
a similar procedure. The object was 
to secure that if he saw his music was. 
being pirated the owner of the copyright 
or his representatives should be able to 
instruct the constable to take proceedings. 
After someone had been arrested and 
taken to the police station the person 
whose music was pirated would, of course, 
be communicated with, and he would be- 
come the prosecutor. The object of this 
Amendment was to secure that the 
prosecutor should be communicated with 
before the arrest, in order that he might 
instruct the police, and he ventured to 
suggest that if the words “in writing ” 
were omitted the Amendment would put 
the law with respect to pirated music 
on the same footing as the law with 
respect to other offences. 


Stir JOHN WALTON said he did not 
say that in all cases the constable only 
acted on instructions. There were cases 
in which a constable would decline to act 
upon his own responsibility, and on the 
other hand there were cases in which 
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he would act upon his own responsibility. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order! order! The 


Both those cases were provided for in this hon. Member has already spoken. 


Act. 


Question put. 


Mr. LUPTON said he was willing to 


amend his Amendment by omitting the 


the words “in writing.” 


3arnes, G. N. 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cheetham, Jobn Frederick 
Cooper, G. J. 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 
Deany, William 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fullerton, Hugh 
Glover: Thomas 

tiaslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Alden, Perey 





Noes, 172. 


AYES. 


Higham, John Sharp 
Jenkins, J. 
Johnson, Joha (Gateshead) 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) 
Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

QO Doherty, Philip 
O'Donnell, C. J. (Welworth) 
O'Donnell, John ‘Mayo, 8.) 
O'Grady, J. 

O'Hare, Patrick 

Parker, James (Helifax) 
Pollard, Dr. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 


NOES. 


' Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 


Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) | 


Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Bucarres, Lord 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 


Cory, Clifford John 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Cullinan, J. 


| Dalrymple, Viscount 
| Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 


Boring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight | 


Birnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beauchamp, E. 

saumont, Hubert( Eastbourne 


Beck, A. Cocil 


Bertram, Julius 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 
Bilson, Alfred 

Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
-Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brodie, H. C. 


Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 
Duffy, William 


| Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
| Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 


Elibank, Master of 


| Erskine, David C. 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) | 


Farrell, James Patrick 


| Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Bonn, W.(T’ wrHamlets,S.Geo. | 
| Fuller, John Michael, F. 
| Ginnell, L. 


Fletcher, J. 8. 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Gulland, John W 


| Halpin, J. 
| Hamilton, Marquess of 


Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney,Charles | 


Cairns, Thomas 

Carlile, E. Hildred 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

‘Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clough, W. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,CH. (Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


Sir John Walton. 


Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michaél 

Horniman, Emslie John 

Hyde, Clarendon f, 
Jackson, R. 8. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 


| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 


| 


Jowett, F. W. t 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 44; 


(Division List No. 240.) 


Shackleton, I avid James 
Sheenaa, Daniel Daai | 
Sullivan, Donal 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilkie, Alexander 

Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Lupton and Mr. Claude Hay. 


Lambert, George 
Lamont, Norman 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Lehmann, R. C. 


| Lewis, John Herbert 





Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
MacVeach, Jeremiah (Down, 8. 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M’ Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mansiield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meagher, Michael 

Mond, A. 

Montagu, E. 8. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morse, L. L. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw: 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’ Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 
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Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 
Pickersgill, Edy.ard Hare 

Pirie, Duacan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C.,E. (Edinb’gh, Central) | 
Priestley, W. E.B. (Bradford, E.) 
Raphael, Herbert H. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 

Rees, J. D. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Sewisbrick, 'T. T. L. 

Scott, A. H.(Ashton-under-Lyne 
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| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 


Seaverns, J. H. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick,B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 


| Stanger, H. Y. 
| Starkey, John R. 
Stewart-Smith, D.( Kendal) 


Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strauss, E. A. f. (Abingdon) 
Summerbell, P. 

Taylor, Theodore C (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir Edward (Salisbury 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Sir A.(Glamorgan, E.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
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Toulmin, George 

Turnour, Viscount 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Verney, F. W. 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Wardle, George J. 

White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Williamson, A. 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh. N.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Mr. CREAN moved to add the words 
“if such person has already been convicted 
of an offence under this Act.” The object 
of the Amendment was to prevent a per- 
son who might be selling pirated music 
for the first time from being liable to 
arrest by a constable. He considered this 
protection necessary in case of the sellers 
of music who had not been convicted of 
selling pirated music. If a constable had 
nd knowledge of a man’s criminality he 
should not have the power of arrest as 
proposed by the clause as it stood. It 
was a power which the officer should only 
be allowed to exercise in the case of a 
person against whom a previous convic- 
tion was recorded. He believed the 
wllers of pirated music were not numerous, 
and it was not desirable that a constable 
should be authorised to brand a man by 
aking him to a police station on suspicion 
of being engaged in this illegal trade. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 1, line 16, at end, to add the words 
‘ifsuch person has already been convicted of an 
offence under this Act.’ ’’—(Mr. Crean.) 


(Question proposed, “ That those words 
te there added.” 


Mr. MORTON seconded the Amend- 


ment. 





Sir JOHN WALTON said that the 
Amendment would put offenders under 
this Act into an altogether exceptional 
ind anomalous category. There was no 
suticient ground for such a proposal. 





: to get it repealed. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that there 
seemed to be some oceult and mysterious 
reason for the promotion and propagation 
of this Bill. He held that copyright was 
not property in a true sense, but only 
in a technical sense. Parliament had 
fixed a date when it would cease to be 
property even ina technical sense. They 
all knew that Milton only got £5 for 
“ Paradise Lost,” and he remembered 
that Lord Byron once presented Mr. 
Murray, the celebrated publisher, with a 
Bible, in which he scratched out a word 
and added another, with the result 
that a certain passage, instead of 
reading “Now Barabbas was a robber,” 
appeared “ Now Barabbas was a_pub- 
lisher.” That was simple Bible teaching. 
This Bill, he insisted, was not for the 
protection of the composer or man of 
genius, but was drawn in the interest of 
a close corporation contemptible 
and as selfish as any on the Rand. Sup- 
posing a police constable saw a man sell- 
ing musie which he said was pirated, and 
the man said he was not doing so, then 
the constable would have to prove it ; he 
would bring the man before a magistrate, 
and if he secured a conviction he would 
put the brand of criminality upon him. In 
the case of women who were selling street 
music, were they to be run in simply to 
satisfy the composers who got so much a 
copy? It was useless to say that these 
things would not happen, because this was 
a Bill which would be permanent. It was 
in fact a Bill for all time, and they would 
never probably have the opportunity of 
reviewing it. Once an Act was passed 
in the House it was a very difficult thing 
Let them take the case 


as 
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of the Irish Crimes-Act ; the House had | moved would have been accepted by the 
passed Resolutions in favour of its repeal | Government. 
again and again, but it had not been re-| some occult mystery connected with the 
pealed. When they saw on the one side | promotion and propagation of the Bill, 
a virulent body of prosperous supporters | and he was entitled to assume the attri. 
pushing a measure through the House | bute which was given under the measure 


against poor hawkers on the other side | 





He said that there was 


to every constable and to have a reason. 


who were not represented, might he not | able suspicion as to the cause. 
use the words of the Attorney-General | 


and say that there was a reasonable sus- | 
picion as to the motives of those who | 
If this were an 

ordinary Bill, moved in an ordinary man- | 


promoted the Bill ? 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 0 - 


ner, the Amendments which had been Noes, 151 (Division List No. 241.) 


Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Barnes, G. N. 

Byles, Wiiliam Pollard 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, J. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Herbert J. (‘1 ynemouth) 
Delany, William 

Duncan, (.(Barrow-in-Furness 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fullerton, Hugh 

Glover, Thomas 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Arthur (Dirham) 
Higham, Joho Sharp 

Jenkins, J. 


Acland, Francis Dyke 

Alden, Perey 

Armitage, R. 

Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, Hubert(Eastbourne | 
Beaumont, W. G. B. (Hexham) 
Beck, A. Cecil 

Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. | 
Bertram, Julius 

Bignold, Sir Arthur 

Billson, Alfred 

Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brodie, H. C. 

Cairns, Thomas 

Carlile, E. Hildred 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clough, W. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen(Renfrew, W.) | 
Cogan, Denis J. 


Mr. T. M. Healy, 


AYES. 


Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Keanedy, Viacent Paul 
Tupton, Arnold 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) 
Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

O’Doherty, Philip 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Grady, J. 

O'Hare, Patrick 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Seaverns, J. H. 


NOES, 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,CH.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 


| Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
| Cory, Clifford John 


Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 


| Cullinan, J. 


Dalrymple, Viscount 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone,Rt. Hn Herhert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gulland, John W. 

Halpin, J. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Harvey, A. G. G. (Rochdale) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 








Shackleton, David James 
Sullivan, Donal] 

Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham: 
Thomas,David Alfred (Merthyr 
Wardle, George J. 

Waterlow, D.S. 

Watt, H. Andersow 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire; 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilkie, Alexander 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Crean and Mr. Sheehan. 


Hedges, A. Paget 
Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey, F.W.F(BuryS.Ecm ¢- 
Hobart, Sir Robert 
Hogan, Michael 
Horniman, Emslie Joh 
Hyde, Clarendon 
Jackson, R. 8. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Joyce, Michael. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lamont, Norman 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macpherson, J. T. 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, 5- 


M‘Callum, John M.¥. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald : 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
Maddison, Frederick 

Magnus, Sir Philip 
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Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meagher, Michael 

Montagu, E. S. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morse, L. L. 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
0’Gonnor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O0’Dowd, John 

0’Shee, James John 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pearce, Robert ‘Staffs. Leek) 


Marriage with 
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Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, W. E. B.( Bradford, E. 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Renton, Major Leslie 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 

Scott, A.H.(Ashton-und.-Lyne) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick P.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Starkey, John R. 
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Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Sir Edward (Salisbury 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Turnour, Viscount 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Verney, F. W. 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Williamson, A. 

Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersb. N.) 


Foreigners Bill. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 





Mr. MORTON said he desired to move 
to add at the end of the first clause the 
words “shall remain in force only to 
December 31st, 1910.” 


Mr. SPEAKER said that could only be 
expressed in the form of a new clause. 
The effect of the Amendment was to 


limit the duration of the Bill, and it} 


would not be in order to move it now. 
It should have been taken first as a new 
clause. 


Bill to be read a third time upon Mon- 
day next. 


MARRIAGE WITH FOREIGNERS BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 :— 


Sir EK. CARSON said he thought the 
Amendment he had to move was neces- 
sary to make the Bill clearer. Anyone 
who had read the Bill would see that it 
was one to enable certain certificates to 
he issued to a person who wanted to be 
married abroad, and who must use those 
certificates to show that there was no 
lawful impediment in this country to such 
a marriage taking place. 





liable to a certain amount of abuse by 
persons who might not be entitled to 
receive such certificates, and in that way 
they might be used for bringing about 
a marriage which ought not to take 
place. His other Amendment was 
intended to prevent those certificates 
making valid any marriage which other- 
wise would be invalid. They ought to 
_see that it was clearly provided that the 
| granting of any such certificates would 
not validate a marriage abroad which 
would otherwise be invalid in this 
country. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 3, after the word ‘may,’ to add the 
words ‘if the law in such foreign countries 
requires the production of any such certificates 
as is nereinafter mentioned.’ ” 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 





| *THE UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
| STATE For tHe HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Herpert SAmMuet, York- 


shire, Cleveland) said the first clause was 


} 


| 
| 


really essential in order to fill a gap that 
existed in the present marriage law. Most 
foreign countries required the production 
of certain certificates to show that accord- 
ing to English law a marriage celebrated 


abroad would not be invalid. At the 


He did not like | present time there was no machinery by 


the system of granting those certificates, | which those certificates might be given and 
because they must often be obtained | no officer was empowered to grant them. 
under circumstances under which they | The Home Ottice was continually being 
ought not to be issued, and they were | asked by Englishmen who wished to 
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marry foreigners to provide them with 
certificates, and the only thing they could 
do was to procure a statement from some 
respectable person whose signature could 
be verified by the Home Office, and this 
under some protest was generally accepted 
by the German or other Governments. 
There was far more opportunity for fraud 
under the present practice than there 

would be under the scheme proposed by 
this Bill. The German Government had 
pressed them to establish some system by 
which British subjects in Germany could | 
conform with the German law, and the 
Foreign Oftice had undertaken to promote 
legislation of this kind to fulfil this very 


reasonable demand on the part of the | 


foreign countries. He thought England 
was the only country that did not make 
such provision, and that was the reason 
for the introduction of this clause of the 
Bill. The right hon. Gentleman opposite 
had suggested words to make this clause 
applicable only if required by the law 
of a foreign country, but that was the | 
intention of the Bill, which was not | 
mandatory but permissive. He agreed that | 
it was desirable on the face of an Act 
of Parliament to state its purpose, and he 
saw no objection to the insertion of 
those words. It was always a_ very 
dangerous thing, however, w ithout notice | 
to accept another form of words than that 
which had been decided upon by those 
who had prepared the Bill. With regard 
to the second point raised by the right | 
hen. Gentleman, what had been referred 
to was a necessary condition to a marriage 
being solemnised in the country in which | 
it took place. Anything done here could 
not of itself either validate or in- 
validate any marriage under the law of 
Germany. He would gladly consider 
the point which had been raised in| 
order tou see whether any such Amend- 
ment was necessary. This Bill was 
prepared under the late Government by 
the Home Office and the Foreign | 
Office, and in the last Parliament it | 
was brought in by a private Member with | 
the cordial approval of the late Govern- | 
ment and especially of Lord Cranborne. 
He was sure hon. Gentlemen would use 
their best endeavours to secure its passage 
into law. | 

Sir E. CARSON said he was satisfied | 
with the reply which had been given, | 
and he asked leave to withdraw his | 
Amendment. | 


Mr. Herbert Samuel. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clauses 1 to 7 agreed to. 


On the schedule. 





*Lorp TURNOUR called attention to 
Paragraph (a) of sub-section 2 which 
provided for an oath “ that the applicant 
believes that there is no impediment to 
the marriage by reason of kindred or 
alliance.” W hy was that provision neces- 
sary since in any case by the law the 
marriage could not take place if the 
parties came under the affinity table? 
Then there was sub-section (b) of the 
same clause requiring an oath to be 
subscribed “that the applicant has for 
three weeks immediately preceding had 
his usual residence within the district of 
the registrar or officer.” That also seemed 
to him to be unnecessary. Would it not be 
possible to omit both those sub-sections ? 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said it was 


| perfectly clear that if there was any 


impediment the marriage could not take 
place. The schedule must contain those 
things which would prevent the marriage 
taking place. It was obvious that there 
should be some period of residence in 
order that the registrar should have some 
knowledge of the parties. This provision 
precisely repeated the words of the 
Marriage} with Foreigners Act which 
dealt with marriages between British 
subjects and foreigners according to 
British law. 


Lorp TURNOUR said he did not see 
how the registrar could get any know- 
ledge of the parties from a three weeks 


| residence. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY asked if the hon. 
Member in charge of the Bill thought 
because the parties lived in his district 
three weeks the Registrar would know 
them. 


Sir E, CARSON said it was very 
likely that a person might remain in a 
district three weeks without being 
known at all. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said there 
was a later clause which required that 
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notice should be given and posted for at 
least three weeks. 
locality the 
officer of which should issue the neces- 


There must be some 
registrar or marriage 
sary certificates, and the natural locality 
to take was that in which the parties had 
been recently residing. 


Schedule agreed to. 


Bill 


read a third time ; and passed. 


reported without Amendment 


Sir E. CARSON appealed to the | 
Patronage Secretary to consent to the | 


adjournment. They had got through a 
good deal of business and it was now 
two oclock. The Opposition had _facili- 
tated the business in every way and they 
had offered no opposition to Secon 


Readings being taken. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY said he 
hoped the Opposition would consent to 
the Extradition Bill and the Revenue 
Resolution. 


EXTRADITION BILL [Lorps}. 


Considered in Committee, 

(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Emmotr (Oldham) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Clause 1 stand part’of the Bill.” 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY asked the Minis- 
ter in charge of the measure to define 
“bribery ” within the meaning of the Bill. 
He understood from the statement made 
on the Second Reading that the object of 
the Bill was to enable persons charged 
with bribery in the United States to be 


taken back to that country. He wanted 
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Bill. 
to know whether the definition of bribery 
under the law of the United States was 
the same as under the law of the United 
Kingdom. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said that 
this Bill had regard to bribery as deter- 


mined by British law. 





Mr. T. M. HEALY asked what cir- 
| cumstances 
for the Bill. 


had given rise to the necessity 


Sik E. CARSON said he held the 


|office of Solicitor-General when the 
negotiations with Mr. Choate, the 


| 

| American Ambassador, in regard to this 
ae wie ° 

| Bill took place. The American Govern- 
‘ment thought that bribery should be 
| 


'eases had arisen, and this measure was 


an extradictable otfence. Many flagrant 


| needed if the United States Government 
'were to be enabled to bring the offenders 


| 
| 


to justice. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he did not 
| think this complicated question should be 
| proceeded with without legal advice from 
|the law officers of the Crown, and with- 
out a definition of the term “ bribery.” 
Why was not a definition clause put in 
the Bill ? 
at a definition of the term, and it did 


The Bill contained no attempt 


not say who was to interpret what was 


meant by it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said there was 
considerable difficulty in saying what 
bribery really was. They should have the 





advice of the Law Officers of the Crown 
He really 
| thought this was a case in which they 
j ought to consult Mr. Justice Grantham. 
| 


| before passing the clause. 


Lorp TURNOUR said they ought to 


| have a clear definition of the meaning to 
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be attached to the word “bribery.” 
Having regard to the fact that no Law 
Officer of the Crown was present, and 
that it was now ten minutes past two 
o'clock he begged to move that progress 
be reported. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : I do not think I 
can accept that Motion. I understood it 
was agreed that the Committee Stage of 
‘this Bill should be taken. 

Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL said it 
would be too voluminous to attempt to 
give an elaborate definition of twenty or 
thirty crimes in a clause in a Bill of this 
character. All extradition crimes were 
declared in the schedule to the Extradi- 
tion Act, 1870, to be definable according 
to the law in force dealing with those 


crimes. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY moved to report 
but the Motion 
accepted by the Chairman. 


progress ; was not 


Mr. MORTON said he did not know 
Would it be 
bribery if a gentleman asked another to 


what “bribery” meant. 


dinner ? 


Question, “ That Clause 1 stand part 
of the Bill,” put and agreed to. 


Bill reported, without Amendment ; 
read the third time and passed without 
Amendment. 


REVENUE [EXCISE DUTY, &c.] 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


1. Resolved, That there be charged, as 
from the sixth day of July, nineteen 
hundred and six, on a licence to be taken 
out annually by a manufacturer for sale 

Lord Turnour. 
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of British wines, an excise duty of one 
pound, 


2. Resolved, that a uniform duty of 
ten shillings be substituted for the stamp 
duties now chargeable on an Award in 
England or Ireland, and on an Award or 
Decreet Arbitral in Scotland. 


3. Resolved, That it is expedient that 
the amount payable out of the Consoli- 
dated Fund under section three of The 
Bank Act, 1892, shall, as regards Treasury 
Bills, be at the rate of two hundred 
pounds for every million pounds of the 
maximum amount of Bills outstanding at 
any one time during the financial year, in 
pursuance of any Act of the present 
session to amend the Law relating to 
Customs and Inland Revenue, and for 


other purposes connected with Finance. 


Resolutions to be reported to-morrow. 


NAVY AND ARMY EXPENDITURE 
1904-5. 

Committee to consider the Savings and 
Deficiencies upon Navy and Army Grants 
for 1904-5, and the temporary sanction 
obtained from the Treasury by the Navy 
and Army Departments to the Expendi- 
ture not provided for in the Grants for 
that year—(Mr. MeKenna)—upon Mon- 


day next. 


That the 
Accounts for the Navy and Army Depart- 


Ordered, Appropriation 
ments, which were presented on the 19th 
day of February last, be referred to the 
Committee.—(Mr. McKenna.) 


Whereupon Mr. SPEAKER adjourned 
the House without Question put, pursuant 
to the Order of the House of the 13th 
July. 


Adjourned at twenty-four minutes 





after Two o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 26. Maryport Harbour. 


Friday, 20th July, 1906. 


COMMISSION, 

The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent : 

1. Indian Railways Act Amendment. 
2. Education of Defective Children 
(Scotland). 

3. Reserve Forces, 

4. Municipal Corporations. | 

5. Wireless Telegraphy. 

6. Forfar Corporation Water Order 
Confirmation. 

7. Land Drainage Provisional Order. 

&. Local Government 
Orders (No. 1). 

9. Local Government 
Orders (No. 2). 

10, Local Government 
Orders (No. 3). 

11. Local Government 
Orders (No. 4). 

12. Local Government 
Orders (No. 5). 

13. Local Government 
Orders (No. 6). 

14. Local Government 
Orders (No. 7). 

15. Local Government 
Order (Poor Law). 

16. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 2). 


Provisional 
Provisional 
Provisional 
Provisional 
Provisional 
Provisional 
Provisional 


Provisional | 


17. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 3). 


18. Electric Lighting — Provisional 
Orders (No. 5). 
19. Electric Lighting Provisional 


Orders (No. 6). 
20, Sea Fisheries Provisional Order. 


21. Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 1). 

22. Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 2). 

23. Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Order (No. 3). 

24. Education Board Provisional 


Orders Confirmation (Devon, &c.). 
25. Education Board Provisional 
Orders Confirmation (Kesteven, &c.). 


( 


~— 


t 


. Southampton Gas. 


28. Gas Companies (Removal of 
Sulphur Restrictions). 

29. Buenos Ayres Grand National 
Tramways. 


30. Channel Ferry Railway and Quay. 

31. Hull Joint Dock. 

32. Crellin’s Patents. 

33. Rugby Lower School. 

34. Haslingden Corporation. 

35. North and South Shields Electric 
Railway. 

35. 

37. Barry Railway. 


3rixham Gas (Electrie Lighting). 


38. Sutton, Southcoates, and Drypool 
Gas. 

39. Cambrian Railways. 

40. Metropolitan District Railway. 

41. Hull and Barnsley and Great 
Central Railway Companies. 

42, Trent Navigation Company. 

43. Merthyr Tydfil Gas. 

44, Bombay, 
India Railway. 


2 
). 


Baroda, and Centra. 


45. Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire 
Tramways. 


46. Clacton Urban District Council. 
47. Newport Harbour Commissioners. 
48. Railway Clearing System (Super- 


annuation Fund). 
49. Sheffield District Railway. 
50. Kettering Water. 


51. Bury Corporation. 

52. South Suburban Gas. 

53. Hull and Barnsley Railway (Steam 
Vessels). 


54. Manchester Churches. 
55. Penllwyn Railway and Road. 


56. Metropolitan Railway. 


57. Dover Corporation. 

58. London and North Western Rail- 
way. 

59. Dowlais Gas. 

60. Epsom and Ewell Gas. 

61. Waterford Corporation and Bridge. 

62. Great Central and Laneashire, 


Derbyshire, and East Coast Railways. 
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63. Newtownards Urban District | 
‘Council. 


64. Midland Railway. 
65. Uxbridge Gas. 


66. Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway. 
67. Scottish Union and National 


Insurance Company. 
68. Cheltenham Gas. 
69. Huddersfield Corporation. 
70. London and South Western 
Railway. 
71. London County Buildings. 
. Metropolitan Water Board. 


. North East London Railway. 


oo bo 


rs 


. Peterborough Gas. 
Cardiff Gas. 
. Manchester Corporation. 


Or 


TTI Vs st 7 = 


“Io 


. Cumberland Electricity and Power 
Gas. 

78. Folkestone and District Electricity 
Supply. 

79. Glamorgan 
Water. 

80. Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway. 

81. Warboys Districts) 
Drainage. 


and South Wales 


(Union — of 


82. Newport Corporation. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Lancashire Electric Power Bill. Re- 
ported from the Select Committee, with 
Amendments. 


Watford “and Edgware Railway Bill. 
Reported with Amendments. 


North West London Railway — Bill. 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported, with Amendments. 


Bristol Corporation Bill. Reported 
from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments, 


Wolstanton United Urban District 
Council Gas Bill [HL]. Commons 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Great Northern Railway Bill ; London, 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill. 

oD ’ e 
Read 3", and passed. 
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Rochester, Chatham, and Strood Gag 
Bill; Bacup Corporation Bill. Read 3°, 
with the Amendments, and passed, and 


' returned to the Commons. 


London County Council (Tramways 
and Improvements) Bill. Read 34, with 
the Amendments ; a further Amendment 
made ; Bill passed, and returned to the 
Commons. 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad 
(Extension of Time) Bill [H.1.). Re. 
turned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. 


Ascot District Gas (Electric Lighting) 
Bill; Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire 
Electric Power Bill. Returned from 
the Commons with the Amendments 
agreed to, 


Paisley Gas and Water Provisional 
Order Bill. Brought from the Commons 
and read 1*; to be printed; and 
(pursuant to the Private Legislation 
Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed 
to have been read 2* (The Lord 
Hamilton of Dalzell), and reported from 
the Committee. (No. 169.) 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill; London Government 
Schemes (London and Penge, ete.) Bill. 
Read 3* (according to order), and passed. 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(Housing of Working Classes) Bill; 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. House in Committee 
(according to order). The Amendments 
proposed by the Select Committee made. 
Standing Committee negatived. The 
Report of Amendments to be received on 
Monday next. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill. House in Committee 
(according to order). Bill reported 
without Amendment. Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 


3* on Monday next. 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill. 
Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord Lyveden be proposed to 
the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bill in the place 
of the Lord Castlemaine; read, and 











Education Board Provisional 
PETITIONS. 


o> 
Dol 


— | 
| 
SOUTH AFRICA. | 
Petition for extension of franchise to | 
coloured British Subjects in South Africa ; 
of members of the African Political Organ- 
isation signing. Read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 3675, Japan: Presented (by Com 
mand), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 

Orders made by the following borough 
councils, and confirmed by the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, 
fixing the hours of closing for certain 
classes of shops within the respective 
boroughs: Wigan; Stockton-on-Tees ; 
Royal Leamington Spa. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


OPEN SPACES BILL (NO. 167). 
MARRIAGE WITH FOREIGNERS 
(NO 163). 
Brought from the Commons, read 1°, 
and to be printed. 


BILL 


EXTRADITION BILL [1.1.1]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


GROUND GAME BILL. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order) ; and Bill to be read 3* on Monday 
next, 


THE EDUCATION BILL. 

THe MARQUEsSS LANSDOWNE : 
My Lords, I have had the advantage 
of some private communications with 
the noble Marquess who leads the House 
to the date at which the Second 
Reading of the Education Bill might 
be taken. I think it would be for the 
general convenience of your Lordships 
if the noble Marquess could state what 
he prop Ses. 


OF 


as 


THe LORD PRIVY 
Marquess of Rupoy) : 


SEAL 
My Lords, 


(The 
I 
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understand that the Education Bill 


will be read a third time in the House 
of Commons on Monday the 50th, and 
it is proposed that a few Members of 
your Lordships’ House should sit late 
to receive the Bill that night. It will 
be remembered that this course was 
adopted in 1902 in regard to the Educa- 
tion Bill of that year. The Bill will 
then be read a first time, and I propose 
that it should be put down for Second 
Reading on Wednesday, August Ist. So 
far as I understand, it is likely that the 


debate on the Second Reading will 
terminate on Friday, August 3rd, 
and that this House will be able te 
adjourn then. What the Government 


hope is that both Houses will adjourn 
on that day to Tuesday, October 23rd. 


THE Maroguess or LANSDOWNE: 
[ understand that the Bill as reprinted 
is likely to be in your Lordships’ hands 
on the Tuesday. 


Marquess or RIPON: I 
3ut having had some 
experience in these matters I decline 
take any personal responsibility. 
1 am, however, doing everything in 
my power in this direction, and I have 
every reason to believe that the Bill will 
be in your Lordships’ hands on Tuesday. 


THE 
am so advised. 


+ 
tO 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON 
No. 1) BILL [i.L.}. 

Order of the day read for the considera- 
tion of the Commons Amendments. 


*THE LORD PRESIDENT orf THE 
COUNCIL (The Earl of Crewe): My 
Lords, these Amendments are of 
purely formal character, and they are 
approved by the Department. Their 
effect is, in the case of certain parts 
of a property being taken under the 
Lands Clauses Act instead of the whole, 
to bring the wording of the claus» 
in the Billinto conformity withthe model 
clause which is generally used in such 
[ therefore trust vour Lordships 
will agree to the Amendments. 


a 


cases. 


Moved, “That the Commons Amend- 
ments be agreed to.”"—(The Earl 
Crewe). 


of 


On Question, Motion agreed to. 
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MOTOR OMNIBUSES. 

*THe Marquess or GRANBY: My 
Lords, I rise to ask His Majesty's 
Government whether their attention has 
been called to the correspondence which 
has recently appeared in the newspapers 
between the Kensington Borough Council, 
Sir Theodore Martin, and the Chief 
Commissioner of the Metropolitan Police, 
on the subject of the noise, annoyance, 
and injury caused by motor omnibuses 
in various parts of London; and what 
steps His Majesty's Government pro- 
pose to take in the interests of the 
inhabitants of London to mitigate the 
dangerous nuisance caused by motor 
omnibuses and other mechanically-pro- 
pelled vehicles. 


539 


I hope it will not be thought that in 
bringing this subject before the notice 
of your Lordships I am actuated by any 
undue dislike of motor vehicles, or that 
the question itself is superfluous on the 
present occasion. Although it is  per- 
fectly true that a great many questions 
of a similar nature have been asked 
recently in another place, it is equally 
true that the best way of calling atten- 
tion to any subject such as this, which I 
believe is of real importance to the com- 
fort and convenience of the citizens of 
London, is by what is commonly called 
“hammering” at it and reiterating the 
main points. That must be my ex- 
cuse for troubling vour Lordships on the 
present occasion. 


The whole question of the street gov- 
ctnment of London is extremely complex 
and difficult, and, as a matter of fact. 
there is no central authority in a position 
to deal with the subject. Whether vou 
consider what is going on underground 
or the traffic on the streets it is quite 
certain that whatever authority exists 
at the present moment is so divided 
and so uncertain that, with the exception 
of the very restricted powers that the 
Metropolitan Police possess, there is no 
real control over street traffic in the 
Metropolis. As your Lordships have 
doubtless noticed, the columns of the 
public Press within the last ten days 
have revealed a strong movement of 
public feeling with regard to the general 
management and control of the working 
of motor omnibuses and similar public 
vehicles in London, and I have received 
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several remarkable communications from 
persons whose property and whose health 
have been affected by the unduly and 
unnecessarily careless method of handling 
motor omnibuses. 

The first complaint made in respect of 
what I am justified in calling the danger- 
ous nuisance created by these vehicles 
refers to their noise. We all know that it 
is impossible to run a heavy vehicle over 
any class of paving without creating a 
certain amount of noise, but these 
ponderous vehicles, which weigh between 
four and seven tons, not only create the 
amount of din incidental to such heavy 
traffic, but, in addition to this, their 
passage through the streets is character- 
ised by a most extraordinary series of 
noises, apparently peculiar to each class 
of motor omnibus. Some groan, others 
whine, others emit one prolonged wail 
which can be heard for hundreds of yards, 
and whenever there is a change of gear 
there is an extraordinary accentuation of 
these sounds wonderful to hear. 


f ask your Lordships to consider the 
effect of this excess of noise—for I am 
quite certain it 7% excessive—upon 
the nerves and general health of a 
large proportion of the population of 
London. Many people have to work in 
the houses ; and if these residences happen 
to be on one of the main routes of the 
omnibuses, it becomes almost impossible 
to work in any kind of comfort or with 
any kind of mental peace owing to thet 
noise as wellas their vibration. Windows 
have to be closed, otherwise conversation 
is impossible. If the nuisance is not 
abated by legislation or otherwise the 
hospitals and other great public institu- 


tions must be dangerously affected. 
Take, for instance, the Hospital for 


Epilepsy and Paralysis. Motor omnibuses, 
hooting, vibrating, and making most 
horrible din, pass this hospital 7U0 times 
a day. Take, again, Charing Cross 
Hospital or St. George’s Hospital, both 
of which are situated on the lines of route 
of these omnibuses. I ask your Lordships 
to consider what the effect on the nerves 
of the patients must be of the constant 
passing of such vehicles, often from six 
o'clock in the morning till two o'clock the 
following morning. 


The second ground of complaint with 
regard to the health of the citizen of 
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London is the horrible smell which many | 


of these omnibuses emit and surround 
themselves with. I have reason to 
believe that there are many devotees of 
the motor who are so enamoured of the 
industry that they really like this peculiar 
smell. 
in this House, who is going to speak in this 
discussion, who is so devoted to all motor 
vehicles that it is impossible for him, I 
believe, not to be almost favourably 
disposed towards this particular kind of 
olour. But however agreeable to the 
senses of some the smell of petrol 
wsed In excess may be, it is certainly 
unattractive to the vast majority of 
persons ; and, furthermore, it is open to 
loubt whether the smell which is 
persistently being given off by these 
vehicles in the London streets is not 
deleterious to the public health. At any 
rate, we have had the views of eminent 
chemists upon this, although I am bound 
to say we cannot always afford to 
consider to» favourably the opinions 
of medical and other experts on 
this sort of matter. Your —_Lord- 
ships are well aware that almost every 
wticle of food which we consume 
has been condemned at some time or 
another during the last few vears by ex- 
perts, and if we listened to these gentle- 
men we should indeed lead a simple life, 
for we should neither eat nor drink. 


The smell from motor omnibuses, 
added to the dust which they raise, has 


much to do with the losses of owners 
of houses in the streets through which 


these omnibuses pass. A thick blue 
haze hangs round many motor omni- 
buses. This, added to the oil drippings 


and mephitic vapours, leads to a con- 
dition of the streets which cannot be 
contemplated with satisfaction. The 
third ground of complaint is the method 
of handling these omnibuses, by which 
there has been considerable injury to 
property and even loss of life... I have no 
doubt your Lordships have read the 
recent correspondence between the Ken- 
sington Borough Council, Sir Theodore 
Martin, and the Chief Commissioner of 
Police on which I have ventured to base 
my Question, and you have seen from 
that evidence the amount of harm which 
is being done to private property in that 


part of town by the constant vibration | 


I know there is one noble Lord | 
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caused by these vehicles. I do not think 


it requires much intelligence to see that 


the question of rates over a very con- 
siderable portion of inhabited London 
will become a still more pressing one in the 
future. 


I have received correspondence from 
persons who say they are absolutely 
unable to live in the houses which they 


have taken and furnished and from 
which they are now compelled to 
move; and in some instances. the 
persistent vibration, noise, and dis- 


comfort caused by the running of motor 
omnibuses have done most serious harm 
to the health of the inhabitants of those 
I am not aware mvself how far 
the underground arrangements of London 
have been disturbed or injured by the 
immense weight of the motor omnibuses 
now plying on our streets, but I cannot 
think that the road-ways of the Metropolis 
bave been constructed sufficiently strongly 
to bear for any length of time such heavy 
traffic without great injurv being done 
to the pipes, of which there is a regular 
network, underneath. I that 
company announces that within the next 
few months they are going to put on the 
another 100 motor omnibuses. 
This will seriously increase the danger of 
damage being done to the pipes to which 
I have referred, and which constitute 
most essential adjuncts to life in London, 
As I have said, there is no central author- 
ity which can really deal with these 
matters. We all know that there has been 
a Traffic Commission and a Motor Com- 
mission, and I believe a Select Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons is now 
sitting on the whole question of public 
carriages. I do not know what vour 
Lordships’ experience may be in these 
matters, but I confess that I always have 
grave doubts of any very satisfactory 
legislative results coming from the findings 
of any Royal Commission. My im- 
pression is that such bodies are generally 
appointed for the purpose of postponing 
difficult questions. If we are to wait for 
legislation founded on the Reports of these 
Commissions or Committees I doubt 
whether we shall ever get very much more 
forward in these matters. The Com- 
missioner of Police has some restrictive 


houses. 


see one 


streets 


| powers by which he can deal with public 


vehicles, though not with private ones, 
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and I do blame him a little for the attitude | 


he has taken up. He says that this being 
a young and growing industry he there- 
fore does not wish to take notice of evils 
which undoubtedly exist until that in- 
dustry has, so to speak, “‘found its legs.” 
Surely it is unwise to let the industry 
develop without at least hinting to these 
companies that there are certain things 
which they ought to improve in the in- 
terests of the general public. Would it 
not have been better if the police had 
given a gentle hint to these companies 
that they were going bevond the limits to 
which they were entitled? I am of 
opinion that that would have led to 
their taking more precautions with 
respect to the running of these vehicles. 


I think it would be an excellent thing 
if His Majesty’s Government would now 
take in hand this matter of the control of 
the London streets, especially with regard 
to these heavy motor omnibuses, and that 
the Local Government Board and the 
Home Office, as representing the police, 
should come to some agreement as to the 
regulations which might be imposed. 
I think there might also be a special police 
department under an expert to watch the 
working of motor traffic within the 
metropolitan district. With regard to 
the other mechanically-propelled vehicles 
referred to in my Question, I wish par- 
ticularly to refer to the large traction 
engines which are permitted to traverse 
the streets dragging behind them what 
amounts to a miniature train. These 
traction engines are a grave danger to 
public comfort and very often to life, and 
constitute an intolerable nuisance. They 
frequently pass not far from my house. 
They emit volumes of smoke and sparks 
of fire, and the trucks they drag take 
up as much room as two long omnibuses 
joined together. They frighten every 
horse within reasonable distance, and 
when they come to a hill they generally 
stop and make the most extraordinary 
noise it is possible to conceive. 


These traction engines are most offen- 
sive both to man and beast, and in the 
interest of public safety some steps 
should be taken by the Local Government 
Board to look into this matter. If 
possible the owners of these engines 
should be compelled to discontinue their 
use and substitute less outwardly offen- 


The Marquess of Granby. 
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sive machines. I will not detain your 
Lordships longer, but I do believe that if 
His Majesty’s Government would take 
some steps to regulate the heavy traffic 
to which I have referred, and which ren- 
ders life extremely dangerous and un- 
pleasant to a very large proportion of 
the citizens of London, they would do 
much to make themselves popular in 
th's somewhat — eccentrically-regulated 
Metropolis. 


*Lorp TEYNHAM: My Lords, the 
noble Marquess has produced arguments 
to show that various motor vehicles, 
and especially motor omnibuses, are a 
nuisance to the public. I have no doubt 
this is true, but, at the same time, all 
vehicles are more or less a nuisance, not 
only to pedestrians and householders, but 
to themselves. Your Lordships are 
familiar with the motorist who is angry 
with the driver of the cart in front of 
him because it is going too slow ; with the 
eart driver who stares at the motorist 
because he has to make way for him; 
and also with the annoyed pedestrian 
who has to get out of the way of doth. 


Motor vehicles are 
because they make a noise, but we are told 
on good authority that these noises in 
future will to a large extent be avoided. 
From one point of view, I submit that the 
motor ’bus has an advantage over one 
other kind of vehicle—namely, the motor 
brougham, because it makes a noise 
which enables pedestrians to know it is 
coming, whereas the motor brougham is 
dangerous from its very silence. I think 
it ought also to be remembered in favour 
of the motor omnibus that its existence 
puts in the background any malevolent 
schemes of the London County Council 
to run tramcears through our streets at the 
public expense. I do not think London 
could have any worse fate than that. 
Again, all lovers of horses must be glad 
to see that the day is coming when we 
shall no longer witness the pitiful distress 
of horses dragging heavy loads of passen- 
gers on "buses in hot weather and falling 
about the streets in wet weather. 


also condemned 


I do not deny that the motor omnibus 
is a noisy and often a smelly vehicle, and 
is sometimes badly driven, but I hope 
His Majesty’s Government, when con- 
sidering these points, will bear in mind 
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that it has been of enormous benefit | driving, which injures the gears of the 


to the public in having solved the problem 
of cheap and rapid transit for those who 
have no private vehicle of their own. 
think that any act on the part of the 
rovernment which would put any check 
on the present use or the future develop- 
ment of the motor omnibus would be 
nothing short of a calamity for those who 
use it. It is estimated that at the present 
time no fewer than 2,000,000 people are 
carried on motor omnibuses in one week. 
The popularity of motor’ buses is evidenced 
by their crowded state as compared to 
the emptiness of the old horse *buses ; 
and I think that any undue interference 
on the part of the Government would be a 
real hardship to the middle and working 
classes of London and its suburbs. 


*Lorp MONTAGU or BEAULIEU: 
My Lords, I listened with a great deal 
of interest to the speech of the noble 
Marquess who introduced this subject, 
and I must say I think he somewhat 
exaggerated the case against the motor 
omnibus. We all know that the motor 
omnibus is not perfect and that a great 
many of the allegations made against this 
form of locomotion were brought against 
every other form in its initial stages. 
If one looks back at the daily Press of 
1825-40 one criticism of the 
locomotion of those davs framed in not 
even such courteous language as that 
adopted by the noble Marquess in his 
references to motor omnibuses. It was 
prophesied at that time that men and 
animals would suffer and die from the 
noise, the smell, and the shaking of the 
engines which were then 
for the first time. I observed that the 
noble Marquess to-day used an adjective 
which frequently cropped up in the litera- 


sees 


I | 


introduced | 


ture of those days—they talked con- | 


tinually of mephitic vapours. 


Now, of what does the public in general | 


complain ? I think the public complains 
of four things—namely, the noise, the 
smell, the speed, and the dust; 
but I think I shall be able to 
show your Lordships that all these 
defects, the complaints about which are 
perfectly legitimate, are in process of 
being remedied. I will first deal with 
noise. This proceeds, as a rule, from bad 


| vehicles and renders them more noisy. 
| This can be and is being remedied every 
day in two ways—first, by the more con- 
stant replacing of the damaged parts ; 
and, secondly, by the substitution of im- 
proved forms of gearing. As regards 
the noise made by a faulty arrangement 
in the exhaust, this defect is also being 
remedied ; and I am glad to be able to 
say, on behalf of the English vehicle 
| as against the foreign vehicle, that most 
of the former are neariy blameless in this 
respect; it is mainly the German 
vehicles which are causing the trouble 
at the present moment. I do not mean 
to say that there are no good foreign- 
made omnibuses, but, as a matter of fact, 
the noise proceeds in the majority of cases 
from foreign-made omnibuses. Then the 
noble Marquess referred to the speed at 
which these vehicles travel. 


*THe Marquess or GRANBY: I 


said very little about that. 


*Lorp MONTAGU or BEAULIEU: I 
understood the noble Marquess to say 
that they were dangerous to public 
safety in the streets. I agree that many 
of these omnibuses do travel at a great 
speed and that racing is at times indulged 
in, involving a certain amount of danger. 
As far as my observation, however, goes 
—and | am a constant traveller on motor 
omnibuses—it is not as a rule the drivers, 
but the passengers who are anxious to go 
fast. If a motor omnibus which 1: 
being driven at the legal speed is over- 
taken by another, one hears such re- 
marks as “Go on, Bill, do you want 
to be left behind?” addressed to 
the driver. It the desire of the 
passengers to get to their destination as 
quickly as possible, and the drivers in 
many cases incur a good deal of abuse if 
they do not drive the omnibus at a 
high speed. This desire for speed is evi- 
dent in many other directions, and when 
some of the authorities seem to be 
frightened of an extra mile or two an 
hour they should not forget that members 
of the general public as a rule, whether 
travelling by steamships, in railway 
trains, or in omnibuses, do not like to be 
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passed by others travelling faster. That 
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tendency is inherent in human nature, 
nd you cannot get over it. 


: come now to the dust question. 
Dust is a great nuisance in the country— 
in fact, it is the root of all the evil as 
regards automobilism in the country, 
but it is less of a nuisance in London. 
London dust consists of something like 
90 per cent. of dried horse manure, 


which, from an analysis I had taken last | 


year, I am assured is a most favourable 
breeding ground for bacteria, the bacilli of 
nearly every common disease being found 
therein. 
horseless London much of the so-called 
dust will have disappeared. As regards 
London, therefore, 1 do not regard the 
dust problem as a permanent one. It 


will solve itself when fewer horses and | 


more motor vehicles are on the streets, 
and then we shall have a nearly dustless 
London. With regard to over-lubrication, 
which causes the giving off of that 
“horrible blue smoke” to which the 
noble Marquess referred, that defect 
is quickly being remedied. It is possible 
now to have an excellent and powerful 
machine with automatic oiling, which 
prevents any possibility of the emission 
of blue smoke behind the vehicle. The 
Pioneer Omnibus Company—an English 
company—have adopted this arrange- 
ment, and in consequence not one of 
their green *buses emits this smoke. 


We were all sorry to hear that Sir 
Theodore Martin had been compelled 
to leave his house in London and go to the 
country owing to the noise of these 
vehicles. I can claim to have had more 
experience of the noise of motors than 
most people. I sleep over the Strand 
and I work in Piccadilly Circus, and the 
combination of noses in these two 
places gives me a certain authority to 
speak as to the noise of motor omnibuses, 
In the Strand they run up till all times 
in the morning, and I cannot say their 
noise is pleasant. But I maintain 
that these are disadvantages insepar- 
able from main arteries of traffic in 
great cities. I have no doubt whatever 
that the traffic in Park Lane, in Piccadilly, 
and in other main thoroughfares all over 
London has enormously increased during 
the past ten years, and I venture to think 
that it must inevitably still further in- 
crease in the future. I think the rich will 


Lord Montagu of Beaulieu. 
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As soon as we get a nearly, nd 
‘have seen within the last two days 
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| find in future that it is desirable to take 
| up their residence in the seclusion of a cul 
|de sac or in places not used by through 
i traffic. I am_ willing, however, to 
-acknowledge that something must be 
done, and I am sure that something will 
| be done to stop excessive noise. Besides 
;the more frequent repairing of gears 
‘and the tightening up of chains, springs, 
and so on, which is being done 
now in some cases twice a day by 


'the motor omnibus companies, there are 


many new devices being brought out 
which will tend to quieter running. | 


designs of improvements in solid tyres 
which will have a great effect in lessening 
noise and vibration. It is not my busi- 
ness to defend His Majestv’s Government, 
who can well take care of themselves, 
but IT do not see what more the Govern- 
ment can do than has been done by the 
late Administration and by His Majesty’s 
present Ministry. Motor omnibuses only 
began to run in the streets in May, 1904, 
and it was not until March, 1905, or a 
little more than a year ago, that they 
began to run in any number. 


I have this morning received statistics 
of the number of motor omnibuses in the 
streets and their probable number in 
the future. At present there are about 
560 motor omnibuses running, and there 
are 800 or 900 more on order. By this 
time next year we may look forward to 
there being something like 1,200 or 1,500 
motor omnibuses in the streets of London. 
Several of the big companies have decided 
to replace the whole of their horse- 
propelled vehicles by mechanical power. 
The General Omnibus Company have 
300 motor omnibuses on order, the 
‘London Road Car Company have 200 
on order, and the Vanguard Company 
200 on order, and in the course of five 
years a horse-drawn bus will be quite 
a rarity in the London streets. I agree 
with the noble Marquess that the com- 
panies must put their house in order. 
It is inevitable that motor omnibuses 
should replace horse-drawn omnibuses ; 
they earn per day a good deal more than 
double that of horse-drawn ’buses; and 
in a journey such as that from Putney to 
the City they gain from twenty to twenty- 
five minutes each way in time, which 
is a very important consideration to the 
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When you take into | 


consideration that on a return journey | 
such as this between forty and fifty | 


minutes are saved you can at once 


understand how popular motor omni- | 


buses will become among the travelling 
public. 


Statistics taken on two or three days 
last week show that between 380,000 
and 400,000 passengers a day were 
carried by these vehicles, so that there 
is a considerable democratic backing 
behind them. There is no doubt what- 
ever that they are becoming more popular 
every day, and as far as we can see they 
are going to be the means in the future 
of solving the housing problem and of 
making it possible for those who work 
to live much further from the centres 
of industry than is possible at the 
present time. These are points which 
should not be overlooked in considering 
this matter. 


I do not know whether your Lordships 
are acquainted with the manner in which 
omnibuses are licensed at the 
present moment. The process is as 
follows. First of all the new motor ’bus 
is taken to the carriage police officer 
of the district, who measures the seating, 
its height from the ground, and the width 
of the axles. He then tries the brakes 
and submits the *bus to other minor 
tests, and then stamps it and puts 
the crown plate on with the number. 


these 


Then comes the process of licensing 
the driver, which, to my mind, 
is not so effective as it might be, 
and should be improved. The driver 


comes down with his bus to New Scotland 
Yard. He is then told to reverse his 
gear to a certain point near the pave- 
ment, he then goes forward a little and 
back a little, and having been tested as 
to whether he can reverse his gear and 
bring the ‘bus alongside the pavement he 
is next ordered out among the traffic, 
wherehe takes the inspector, who probably 
knows much less ofthe mechanical working 
of the *bus than the driver, for a short drive 
along the streets. A quarter of an hour 
or twenty minutes is all that this hard- 
worked official can give to the process of 
finding out whether or not the man can 
drive. 


Some more technical knowledge is | 


desirable on the part of the licensing 
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inspector. The other day a driver was 
cast for taking a course in driving which 
we all adopt who trv to drive our motor 
cars properly. It is not to be expected 
that the police should be acquainted 
with the proper system of driving motor 
vehicles, and I think they are adopting 


| probably the best course in getting their 


men to attend the polytechnics and learn 
something about this matter. Some of 
the inspectors have in this way, and by 
mixing with the motor fraternity gener- 
ally, acquired no little technical know- 
ledge. Having passed the driver for the 
road the police have nothing more to do 
with the vehicle unless it should happen 
that the driver is summoned for furious 
driving. 


One of the best of the companies are 
trying to tackle this question of bad 
driving. It is their practice to make 
every man who goes to them to learn to 
drive deposit £5, and he is then put 
through a course of training at their 
works in driving and in mechanical work 
connected with the machinery. The 
result is that these particular "buses are 
driven much better than the others, to the 
great advantage of the public. Motor 
omnibus drivers are paid a comparatively 
high wage. They earn 6s. 8d. or 6s. 9d. 
per dav of nine hours. The drivers of 
horse-drawn omnibuses are paid more or 
less the same wage, but have to work 
twelve hours a day. It is hoped that the 
wages of motor omnibus drivers, which 
range from £2 to £2 10s. a week, will, in 
course of time, attract good men as 
drivers. The question of the inspection 
of these omnibuses to secure the safety 
of the public has been brought promi- 
nentlv to public notice through the Hand- 
cross Hill accident, which was due, in my 
mind, to the driver not using his hand 
brake. The companies however are ex- 
amining their buses twice a day, and this 
is a great safeguard against accidents. 


I think the noble Marquess, in opening 
this debate, was very fair on the whole 
considering that he voices the undoubted 
complaints of many frontagers and people 
who are disturbed by the passage of these 
omnibuses ; but I would like to point out 
that if there is not a certain amount of 


‘toleration for the imperfections to be 


expected in a new industry, improvements 
in the vehicles cannot be hoped for. 
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The early railways were imperfect, the 
early steamboats were imperfect, and 
nothing can, in my opinion, produce a 
perfect motor omnibus except regular 
working and practical experience. Im- 
provements are constantly being made, 
and I hope that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will not place unreasonable re- 
strictions in the way of the development 
of this great industry, which is un- 
doubtedly a boon to a considerable 
number of Londoners, It will enable 
the workers in London to live at a 
greater distance from their workshops, 
to obtain better air and pay cheaper 
rents, and although it will redistribute 
to some extent values in land and 
property, it will bring general bene- 
fit to the community. 


*Lorp ELLENBOROUGH : My Lords, 
it appears to be generally admitted that 
the chief objection to the motor omnibus 
is the noise that it makes, and it 1s 
thought desirable to employ expert 
policemen to arrest the drivers of motor 
omnibuses and steam traction engines 
which make too much noise. But there 
are very few people whose hearing is 
exactly alike, and if a policeman with 
a delicate ear arrested a motor “bus 
driver on this ground he might, when 
before the magistrate, be confronted 
with a half-deaf man who would declare 
that the machine merely made a pleasant 
hum which promoted sleep. I would 
therefore suggest that scientific men 
should be consulted to see if it is not 
possible to invent some instrument for 
accurately measuring sound. 


Kart BEAUCHAMP: My Lords, I 
am sure your Lordshins will agree that 
we have had an intersting debate on 
this subject. The attack which was 
made by the noble M rquess has been 
met by two other noble Lords, and 
therefore it is not necessary for me to 
say anything except to answer the 
Question. The attention of His Majestv’s 
Government has been called to the 
correspondence referred to, but they are 
not prepared to say anything on its merits, 
and for this reason, that at the present 
time there are two bodies engaged in con- 
sidering the whole subject. One of them 
is the Royal Commission on Motor Cars, 
and their recommendations, I under- 


Lord Montagu of Beaulieu. 
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stand, will be circulated very shortly, 
The other body is the Select Committee 
of the House of Commons who are going 
into the whole question of cab and 
omnibus regulations and the traffic of 
London generally. I understand that 
the Reports will contain useful informa- 
tion, and His Majesty’s Government 
anticipate that they will be of great 
value to them when they come to deal 
with this question. It is proposed, 
therefore, to consider both of these 
Reports before taking any steps in the 
matter; and it is not contemplated in 
the meantime to do anything more than 
allow chief constables to take such steps 
as they may think fit in the various 
areas. I may perhaps suggest to the 
noble Marquess that this delay will have 
its value. As the noble Lord opposite 
(Lord Montagu of Beaulieu) said,there are 
constant improvements being effected, 
and perhaps some of the keenest brains 
in this country are at the present time 
engaged in perfecting this new industry. 
I can assure the noble Marquess that his 
suggestions will receive the attention of 
the Home Office. The noble Marquess 
seemed to lack one qualification in speak- 
ing of motor omnibuses, because he did 
not tell us whether he was himself a fre- 
quent passenger on those vehicles. 


*THE MARQUESS OF GRANBY: I get 
on them as often as they will allow me. 
but they never stop for a passenger, and 
unless a man is an athlete it is difficult 
to board them. 


Eart BEAUCHAMP: I can assure my 
noble friend, from daily experience, that 
they are an exceedingly comfortable and 
convenient mode of travelling, and | 
hope that in future when the noble Mar- 
quess tries to get on a motor *bus the 
conductor will be good enough to stop for 
him. 


*KarL CAWDOR: My Lords, we are 
all agreed, so far as the motor omnibus is 
concerned, that it is a great convenience. 
but the complaint is that the comfort 
and convenience of§passengers is being 
provided at the expense of annoyance to 
the general community. I quite agree 
that it is reasonable to allow time for im- 
provements and to wait for the Reports 
of the Commission andthe Committee, 
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but I venture to express the hope that 
His Majesty’s Government will not forget 
one inquiry on which the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack sat— 


I mean the Royal Commission on London | 


Traffic. I trust that action will be taken 


when these bodies have reported to bring | 
into force some part, at any rate, of the | 
recommendations of that Royal Com- | 
We all listened with very great | 
interest to the speech of Lord Montagu | 
of Beaulieu, who is a great authority on | 


mission. 


this subject, and I am sure we were all 
vlad to learn from him that in the early 
future we may hope that the nuisance now 
caused by the noise, smoke, and smell 
of the motor ’bus will disappear. I hope 
His Majesty’s Government will put some 
slight pressure on those who are bringing 
out these vehicles in order that the public 


may as soon as possible derive the benefit | 


from the improvements which are in- 
vented. The noble Lord behind me 
(Lord Montagu of Beaulieu) seemed to be 


of opinion that motor omnibuses only ran | 


through main thoroughfares, and he sug- 
vested we should all live in a eu! de sae. 


Tam afraid that would be rather difficult. | 


But I would venture to call attention 


to the fact that this traffic is by no means | 


confined to main thoroughfares. Places 
like Onslow Square can hardly be con- 
sidered main thoroughfares, and yet 
motor ‘buses without end run through it. 
There is at present no power wider which 
the local authority or the police can dis- 
criminate between the class of traffic that 
may be allowed to pass down a certain 
thoroughfare. 

and one which ought to be remedied. 
It is one of the points I would press on the 
attention of His Majesty's Government 
in dealing with the recommendations of 
the Traffic Commission. I hope His 
Majesty's Government will give the 


matter that prompt consideration which | 


it certainly deserves. 


EMPLOYMENT OF EX-SEAMEN. 
Lorp MUSKERRY rose to call atten- 


tion to certain appointments in Govern- | 
other places | 


ment Departments and 
under the control of the Government which 
are Open to ex-seamen and ex-soldiers 
who have served in the Navy and Army 
respectively, and to urge the desirability 
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That is a very great evil, | 
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‘and importance, from a national point 
‘of view and as a matter of justice, 
| that these appointments should be open 
to men who could show long and credit- 
able service in the merchant service 
equally with men who have served in 
the Navy and Army, and who are already 
in receipt of Government pensions. 

The noble Lord said: My Lords, in 
calling attention to this subject I am 
not gong to comment at any length 
upon the very excellent scheme oi 
| appointing ex-seamen and_ ex-soldiers 
to fill certain posts in different Depart- 
ments which are under the control o! 
the Government in England, Scotland. 
and Ireland. For instance, I understand 
from the latest Return that, to take 
the Post Office, 5,476 ex-soldiers and 
| 427 ex-seamen were filling established 
appointments, while 1,201 ex-soldiers 
and 396 ex-seamen were filling un- 
established situations in that Depart- 
ment alone. The total number of ap- 
pointments of all kinds made in one 
vear was, to the clerical force, 1,500, 
2,811. 


sy 479 


| 


and, as postmen, porters, etc 


In the light of the few additional 
remarks I propose to offer I trust vour 
Lordships will attach special significance 
to a note appended to the last Return 
to the effect that ex-seamen or ex-soldier 
| candidates could not be obtained for all 
the vacancies which fell due to be filled 
by them. We must always remember 
that though the merchant service is 
composed of a number of constituent 
parts which are managed and controlled 
by individuals, it is, nevertheless, the 
greatest national service we have. With- 
out it our country would be starving in 
six weeks time, and without it we could 
have made a very poor show, not only 
in the South African War, but also in 
other wars. The naval manceuvres of 
this year afford striking proof of what 
the Government themselves think of the 
importance of our merchant ships in time 
|of war, but, as your Lordships are well 
aware, there are evils existing in con- 
nection with the manning of the merchant 
service which are a standing disgrace, and, 
I would also say, a standing menace to 
| our country. 


We are continually lamenting the 
' gradual loss of the British sailor and the 
i reluctance of British boys to go to sea. 
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Some people profess that they are unable 
to understand it, but it is the easiest 
thing imaginable to arrive at the true 
reasons for this regrettable state of 
affairs. It is that the merchant service 
holds out no inducements for a decent and 
respectable boy or man to go to sea. He 
has a hard life, full of dangers and risks, 
quite apart from serious and often 
enough ever-present discomfort. He has 
no guarantee of continuous service ; he 
has fourteen hours of work a day, Satur- 
days and Sundays included; and if he 
starts at sea aspiring to become an officer 
and a captain he knows that these 
grievances will ultimately be supple- 
mented by many others. When he starts 
his career at sea he gets little, if any, pay, 
and when he is a full-fledged able seaman 
he is not much better off, considering the 
number of hours he has to work and the 
want of continuous employment. 


Our British merchant seaman has no 
possible chance of making provision for 
old age, whereas our seamen in the Royal 
Navy and our soldiers are in a much 
more favourable position, for they are in 
receipt of pensions, small though they 
may be, after a certain number of years 
service, As I say, our merchant sea- 
men are much worse off, and yet they 
veceive far less consideration at the 
hands of the Government. They have 
nothing to look forward to in 
old age but the workhouse, and often 
enough our merchant captains and 
officers who lose their positions through no 
fault of their own are treated as derelicts 
of their profession if they are anything 
on the wrong side of forty years of age. 


I have been urged by the Merchant 
Service Guild, which is the biggest re- 
presentative body of its kind in the world, 
to bring this matter to the notice of your 
Lordships’ /touse. It would be a source 
of immense benefit not only to our 
merchant seamen, but to the merchant 
service as a whole, were the Govern- 
ment to extend the present system of 
filling official positions at their disposal 
in the direction of throwing them open 
to men of the merchant service who are 
able to show long and creditable records 
in following their profession. The 
(rovernment would be perfectly justified 
in so doing, for the merchant service is 
of great national importance. Such 


Lord Muskerry. 
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action on their part would constitute an 
inducement to enter the merchant service, 
and it would be an incentive to men to 
be of good character whilst there. 
Having regard to the great amount of 
insubordination which now exists in the 
mercantile marine, this latter point is a 
most important one. 

I do not see what objection the Govern- 
ment can offer to taking a step such as | 
am now advocating, particularly so as 
it seems that ex-Royal Naval seamen or 
ex-soldier candidates have not been 
available for all the vacancies as they fell 
due. I understand that this matter 
was brought to the notice of the late 
Prime Minister by the Merchant Service 
Guild. The right hon. Gentleman 
promised to consider it, but, as he went 
out of office shortly afterwards, nothing 
practical has ensued. I trust, therefore, 
that the present Government will be able 
to give their favourable consideration to 
this important matter. 


Tue FIRST LORD or rat ADMIR- 
ALTY (Lord Tweepmours): My Lords, 
the noble Lord has always taken the 
greatest interest in the merchant service, 
and is, as we all know, a champion otf 
the interests of the men who do such good 
service in the mercantile marine and 
who are such valuable citizens of our 
country. But, my Lords, I think that 
he is going a little too far in asking that 
this special privilege should be given to 
one class of the civil population. 


I should like to remind your Lord- 
ships of what has taken place with 
regard to the giving of preference to 
ex-members of the two defence services. 
There have been, I think, three Com- 
mittees of recent vears—the Committees 
of 1875 and 1895, and the Committee 
which has just reported on the subject 
—and each has in strong terms 
recommended that 1 all public offices 
and departments; whether Governmental 
or local, preference should be given to 
men from the two services in the dis- 
tribution of this sort of employment. 
Those recommendations which, as the 
noble Lord has said, have been very 
largely given effect to have not been 


one 


altogether accepted with satisfaction 
by the civil population, some of 
whom think it is unfair that they 
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should be shut out by this _pre- 
ference. While sympathising with that 
feeling, I at the same time most 


strongly approve of the recommendations 
of the Committees and of the course that 
has been taken by the public Depart- 
ments in this matter. 


it must be remembered that soldiers 
and sailors have very special duties and 
make very special sacrifices. They risk 
their lives and their health in the service 
of the country ; they submit themselves 
to cliscipline and deprive themselves of a 
great deal of liberty of action. 
sacrifices are, I think, rightly recognised 
by the Departments and by public bodies. 


IT am. therefore, strongly in favour of the | 
gly | 


system that has been adopted; but to 
propose to extend that particular privi- 
lege to one class of the civil population, 
however excellent, does seem to me to be 
rather a_ strong order. 
varies in the different Departments, but 
on the whole the report that I have re- 
ceived does not agree with the statement 
of the noble Lord. It shows on the other 
hand that the Departments have not had 
sufficient places to comply with all the 
applications coming from ex-seamen and 
ex-soldiers. 


Those | 
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CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) COMMISSION, 
*Lorp REAY: My Lords, I rise to ask 
the noble Earl the Chairman of the 
Churches (Scotland) Commission whether, 
in view of the anxiety in Scotland for 
an early settlement of the questions at 
issue, he can hold out any hopes of an 
early completion of the work of the 
Commission. I am well aware of the 
magnitude and intricacy of the questions 
with which the Churches’ Commissioners 
in Scotland have to deal, and I am 
convinced that the delay which has 
occurred is not due to them, but to the 
difficulty of ascertaining the facts re- 
quired to decide the various cases sub- 
mitted to their tribunal. 

An important decision has, however, 
been arrived at with regard to foreign 
missions in allocating the real property 


of those missions and the funds sp cially 


The practice | 


3esides the sacrifices these men make, | 


it must be remembered that it 
happen, perhaps more in the Army than 
in the Navy, that men are discharged at a 
time when it is extremely difficult for 
them to get ordinary employment in civil 
life. This an additional reason for 
extending to them the privileges and 
facilities which are now given. 
privileges and facilities are being largely 
extended, I am glad to say. { may 


is 


instance a very interesting development | 


which has taken place in connection with 
one of the marine barracks, where one of 
the officers has started a school for teach- 
ing the duties of chauffeur. Both marines 
and seamen are taught the working of 
motor car engines a short time before they 
are likely to be discharged. In that way 
a great many men have been enabled 
to get places and have done extremely 
well. I entirely sympathise with the 
desire of the noble Lord to help his friends, 
but at the same time I am afraid I cannot 
hold out any hope that a special exception 
can be made in this matter in favour of 
the mercantile marine. 


does | 


Those | 


designate! for those missions to the 
United Free Church. That ¢ecision will 
enable the Colleges of the United Free 
Church in India, whose exceilent work 
I am sure my noble friend appreciates as 
much as I do, to carry on their educational 
schemes. Another important decision has 
been come to with regard to the normal 
schools which have been assigned to the 
United Free Church. This will make it 
possible to transfer these training colleges 
to the Government in accordance with 
the minute which was issued by the 
predecessor of the present Secretary 
for Scotland. The Commissioners have, 
I believe, intimated some time ago that 
they were going to allocate nearly 700 
Churches. I believe that the Commis- 
sioners have also asked the agents of both 
Churches to draft the formal order 
which will be the future title to the 
property. It is obvious that great in- 
convenience arises to congregations 
owing to the suspense, and that irritation 
prevails in many quarters, which I am 
sure my noble friend will agree it is 


desirable to allay as soon as possible. 


I am aware that every means is being 
used to accelerate a decision, and that a 
yacht has been chartered to convey the 
assistant Commissioners who are making 
inquiries in the Highlands. A claim for 
statistics in the cases of Nairn, Petty 
and Saltcoats has been abandoned after 
considerable expense and labour had been 
spent in preparing these statistics. The 


| bill of costs accruing to both Churches in 
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regard to the inquiry is attaining very 
serious dimensions. 

I trust that my noble friend will be 
able to give us some assurance that an 
early decision will be come to with 
regard to the head offices of the Churches. 
Great inconvenience arises from the fact 
that temporary offices have to be used. 
I hope there will also be an early decision 
with regard to the New College before 
the commencement of the new session, 
as the arrangements during the last 
two years have made it very difficult 
for the course of instruction in that col- 
lege to be given with the necessary 
comfort secured to both professors and 
students. I am sure that no one is more 
2nxious than my noble friend to arrive at 
a definite settlement of this matter, to 
which he has given so much care with 
his usual impartial spirit; and I am 
confident that his answer to my Question 
will convince both Churches that the 
Commissioners will not tolerate any delay 
which can be avoided and which is not 
imperatively required to arrive at a 
just verdict. I beg to ask the Question 
which stands in my name. 


*THe SECRETARY orSTATE For 
rHE COLONIES (The Earl of Exar): 
My Lords, I can assure my noble friend 
that I entirely appreciate and sympathize 
with the anxiety for a prompt conclusion 
of this business, and I think he will easily 
understand that there is no one so much 
interested in bringing about that happy 
event as [ am myself. The time that 
was allotted to us in the Act of Parlia- 
ment was until March last. I am not 
sure how that estimate was arrived at, 
but I am quite sure that most of us who 
were acquainted with the multiplicity of 
matters to be brought before the Com- 
mission were of opinion that the time 
allotted was insufficient ; and so it has 
proved, The oflice of the Commission 
has been constantly working overtime. 

The business that we have before us 
is twofold. We have, in the first place, 
to allocate the property to the 
gregations, and, in the second place, to 
deal with the central funds of the Church 
and we came to the conclusion that it 
was expedient to deal in the first instance 
with the congregational property. The 
total number of congregations falling 
under the Commission was 1,107. 

Lord Reay. 
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(number of cases that have been settled 


is 708, and there are something like 200 
cases, mostly in large towns, which are 
practically settled. But there are 200 
cases left, and of these eighty had to be 
dealt with by local inquiry, and of these 
local inquiries forty-six have already 
been held, and I believe I am right in 
saving that the remaining thirty-four 
have been so arranged as to be com- 
pleted by the end of August. 


There is one point with regard to these 
local inquiries which I think it right to 
mention, because it has been the cause 
to some extent of an extension of time 
being required. The Act provided that 
we should have power to appoint assistant 
Commissioners for this purpose, and 
it was our desire that the inquiries should 
be strictly local ; but both churches united 
in representing to us that the statements 
must be prepared and in many Cases 
argued by representatives from their cen- 
tral offices. I do not cavil at that de- 
cision. Imention it because it has caused 
delay and occupied the time of the gentle- 
men in the central offices and prevented 
them from submitting to us, as they 
otherwise might have been expected to do, 
the information we desired for dealing 
with the general schemes of the Churches. 
~ There is¢another branch of inquiry 
which I do not think was foreseen as a 
very large one at the time the Act was 
passed, but which threatens to bulk 
somewhat abnormally, and that is dealing 
with legacies not actually in the possession 
of the Churches at the time of the division. 
I hope there will not be any similar 
delay in consequence. At any rate, 
we have taken steps to carry on the 
business as expeditiously as possible. 
My noble friend Lord Kinnear has agreed 
to sit de die in diem in order to deal with 
these matters, and though it is absolutely 
necessary, in the interests of all concerned, 
that we should have a short holiday in 
August, I believe he will agree to sit 


| again early in September. 


con- | 





| 


I do not wish my “noble friend to 
suppose that we have neglected the con- 
sideration of the central funds and pro- 
perty. I do not think he is quite 
correct in saying that questions of title 
had been remitted to the agents of the 
Churches, though we have asked for cer- 


The | tain papers from them which will enable 
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us to decide as to that matter. With 
regard to foreign missions the decision 
we have arrived at will enable those 
who have the management of the property 
abroad to feel at their ease. But I want 
to make it clear that we have still retained 
in our hands, with regard to that portion 
of our commisson, the funds for foreign 
missions that are held in this country 
in order to deal with them when we 
come to decide on the central fund 
finally. We have also arranged for the 


drafting of a joint scheme for the widows’ | 


and orphans’ fund, which I think 
will be of advantage to both Churches. 
With regard to the buildings in Edinburgh, 
I entirely appreciate the inconvenience 
which is caused by the present position, 
but I cannot help thinking that in that 
case, above all others, it is necessary 
to form our resolution with regard 
to the division of that property when 
we have fully made up our minds as to 
the proportions to be allocated to the 
«lifferent Churches. 

[ have mentioned that the time origin- 
ally fixed for the completion of our work 


was March last. We obtained an exten- 


sion of time, which was allowable under 
the Act, till September, and we have 
now applied for an extension to the 
end of the vear. I regret the necessity, 
but it is inevitable; and I cannot abso- 


lutely say that that will be sufficient, 
because, after all, it does not wholly 
depend on the Commission. I do not 
want to dwell upon disagreeable topics, but 
I must in justice to that body remind 
your Lordships that we have to dispose 
of this business in the face 
of a very bitter feeling between the 
parties themselves. It does not affect 
our relations with the parties; they 
have been throughout perfectly friendly 
nd harmonious. [ have nothing to 
withdraw from what was said in the 
report of the Royal Commission with 
regard te that state of feeling. I am 
afraid it still exists, and that it is respon- 
sible in some degree, at any rate, for 
some of the delay, and neither party 
can be held to be absolutely blameless. 
It is important to bear this in mind, 
we are sometimes told that 
we might arbitrarily determine a point 
and bring things more rapidly to a 
conclusion. Jn our judgment, as this 
state of feeling exists, it is our duty 


delicate 


because 
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to give the amplest opportunity to 
both sides to put any propositions 
they wish before us, and that they should 


be considered before we come to a 
conclusion. I can only say, on behalf 
of the Commissioners, that we shall 


not lose a single day, if we can help it, 
in bringing our work to a definite 
conclusion. 


House adjourned at Six o’clock, 
to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 20th July, 1906. 


The House met at Twelve of the Clock. 


Message to attend the Lords Commis- 
sioners. 

The House went ; and, being returned, 

Mr. SPEAKER 
Assent to a 
page 533.) 


reported the Royal 
number of Bills. (See 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, originating in the 
Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not pre- 
viously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :—London Squares and En- 
closure Bill { Lords]; Backhaven, Methil, 
and Innerleven Burgh Extension Bill 
[Lords]. Ordered, That the Bills be 
read a second time. 


London County Council (General 
Powers) Bill. Lords’ Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


London United Tramways Bill: 
Twickenham and Teddington Electric 
Supply Bill; Watford Gas Bill. Lords 


Amendments considered, and agreed to. 
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Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) 
Docks and Kailway Bill [Lords] (King’s 
consent signified). Bill read the third 
time and passed, with Amendments. 


Returns, 


Lord Tredegar’s Supplemental Estate 
Bill [Lords]. Read the third time, and 
passed, without Amendment. 


Portsmouth Water Bill [Lords] ; Ritz 
Hotel Bill {Lords}; West Yorkshire 
Tramways Bill {Lords} ; Wirral Railway 
(Extension of Time) Bill [Lords]. Read 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


Provisional 
time, and 


Paisley Gas and Water 
Order Bill, read the third 
passed. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


(No. 3) Bill [Lords], Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill {Lords|, 
Tramways Order Confirmation — Bill 


[Lords], read a second time, and com- | 


mitted. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP I.) 

Mr. ToULMIN reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group I of Private Bills ; That 
at the meeting of the Committee a com- 
munication was received from Mr. Henry, 
one of the members of the said Com- 
mittee, stating that he was unable, on 
account of his being summoned to take 
part in legal proceedings at Shrewsbury, 
to attend the Committee that day. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Local Gov- 
ernment Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill, 
Edinburgh Corporation bill, with Amend- 
ments. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 

Petitions against ; From Buntingford ; 
Cerrig-y-drudion ; Gedling (two); Long 
Ashton ; Longgrove ; and, Neweastle-on- 
Tyne; to lie upon the Table. 
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| EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALEs) 
BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING). 

Two Petitions from Reading, against 

_ alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table, 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL, 


Petition from Govan, for alteration : 
| to lie upon the Table. 


INFANT LIFE PROTECTION. 
Petition from Islington, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIMITED PARTNERSHIPS BILL 
{[Lorps}. 
Petitions from Edinburgh, in favour ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


PLURAL VOTING BILL. 
Petition from Battersea, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


POISONS AND PHARMACY BILL 

{ Lorps}. 
| Petitions from Gainsborough (two) ; 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 


SHOPS BILL. 


Petitions from Battersea, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 

Copy presented, of Order made by the 
Council of the Borough of Royal Leaming- 
ton Spa, and confirmed by the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department fixing 

‘the Hours of Closing for certain classes 
of shops within the Borough [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LAND REGISTRY. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered April 11th; Mr. Lowlands]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 276.] 
AGRICULTURE 


' DEPARTMENT OF 


AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION 
| (LRELAND). 
Return presented, relative thereto 


{ordered July 16th; Mr. Dillon]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| [| No. Bi: 
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Customs’ Non-Pensioner Watchers. | 

Mr. MASTERMAN (West Ham, N.): | 
To ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether, in dealing with the case of the 
Customs’ watchers, he will give attention 
to the complaints of the non-pensioner 
watchers, in regard to their wages ; and 
whether in view of the fact that for the 
past. ten years, with very few exceptions, 
none but pensioners have been appointed 
to this position, he will consider the 
possibility of introducing a_— special 
measure for dealing with the salary of 
those watchers who have no pensions 
and whose services range from ten to 
forty years. 


(Answered by Mr, Mekenna.) The non- 
pensioner and the pensioner watchers are 
engaged on the same duties. It would 
not, therefore, be possible to distinguish 
hetween them. I have, however, agreed 
to raise the pay of the watchers in 
London (excluding those stationed at 
Gravesend, Tilbury, and Queenborough), 
which is at present 21s. rising to 24s, | 
a week, to 24s. a week in every case. 


Police and Time Cribbing in Lancashire. 

Mr. SHACKLETON — (Lancashire, 
Clitheroe): To ask the Secretary of 
Sate for the Home Department whether 
he is in a position to state the names 


of the local authorities in Lancashire 
who have been asked their opinion 
as to the advisability of using the 


police to prevent the system of time 
cribbing ; and will he state the nature | 
of the replies received from each local 
authority separately. 


(Answered by Mr. Seeretury Gladstone.) 
The following Table gives the names | 
of the local authorities consulted and | 
summaries of their replies :— | 
Standing Joint 


a S arv 2° = | 
Coneiitee. ummary of Reply. | 


Lancashire - Inexpedient to employ | 
police for this purpose. 
Watch : eee ; 
Ciaelian. Summary of Reply. 
inex pedient. 


Ashton-under- These duties should not be 


Accrington - No serious objection, but | 
| 
placed upon the police. | 


Lyne - 
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Watch . Packs > 
Caaentiieien Summary of Reply. 

Bacup - The co-operation of the 
police would be ineon- 
venient and not at all 
beneficial. 

Blackburn = - No objection. 

Bolton Undesirable that the police 


should have these 
further duties imposed 
upon them. 


- The appointment of addit- 
ional factory inspectors 
would more effectively 
meet the case. 


Burnley 


Clitheroe - Exceedingly doubtful 
whether the proposal 
would have the desired 
effect, and the police are 
already overburdened. 

Hyde - - No objection, provided a 
grant were made. 

Lancaster - Decided to take no steps 
in the matter. 

Manchester - Undesirable to impose 
these duties on the 
police. 

Oldham - Not possible for the police 


to undertake the work, 
owing to the large 
number of mills in the 
borough, unless — the 
strength of the force 
be greatly increased. 


impose 
on the 


- Undesirable to 
these duties 
police. 


- No objection, provided 
sufficient compensation 
be given to police in 
respect of any increased 
cost of the police force. 


Preston 


Rochdale 


Salford - - Opposed to the proposal, 
as the police could not 
deal effectively with the 
matter and at the same 
time properly adminis- 
ter their ordinary police 
duties. 


Stalybridge - Not advisable to employ 
the police in this way 


U 
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Wate! . 
Geeta: Summary of Reply. 
Stockport - Think police could not deal 


with the matter with- 
out seriously neglecting 
their present duties, and 


do not consider that the | 


police, even if given the 
necessary powers and an 
increase of staff, could 
deal with the matter as 


effectively or economi- | 


cally as a special staff 
of factory inspectors. 
They would oppose any 
proposal of the kind. 


Warrington - Consider that the work 
would best be left in 
the hands of the factory 
inspectors. 

it undesirable 

duties 


- Consider 
to increase the 
of the police. 


Wigan - 


Annual Leave of Clerks of Surveyors 

of Taxes. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8S.) : To ask the 
Secretary of State to the Treasury whether 
he is aware that the chief clerks to 
surveyors of taxes all receive the same 
annual leave and increment, although 
they are graded in four classes ; and, in 
view of the fact that in all other classifi- 
cation schemes promotion to a higher 
section brings increased leave and a 
higher increment, whether he will have 
this grievance inquired into, with a view 
to the clerks in the higher sections 
receiving better treatment in these 
respects after long service in the 
department, 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The 
clerks allowed eighteen working days’ 
leave are all “ first clerks,” and although 
graded for wages in four classes, with 
maximum wages of 50s., 60s., 65s., and 
70s. per week, according to the 
importance of the districts in which 
they are respectively employed, yet 
their working hours are the same in 


all districts, and no good reason appears | 


why there should be a differentiation in the 
amount of leave granted them. Clerks 
below the first clerks receive a smaller 
allowance of leave. 
there is nothing inconsistent with the 
geneial practice of the permanent service 
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|of the Crown, wherein promotion to a 
higher class does not always bring 
increased leave or a higher increment. 
It is true that the maximum increment 
which may be awarded is the same for 
all these clerks, but within that limit 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
have power to determine it as they 
think proper. 


Clerks to Surveyors of Taxes. 


Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether, in view of the 
fact that the case of the clerks to 
surveyors of taxes was inquired into on 
the occasion of the surveyors’ memorial 
last year, he will explain how long each 
member of the Board of Inland Revenue 
has served in such a capacity ; whether 
the Board took the opinion of any of 
the surveyors of taxes on the subject, 
and seeing that the surveyors have been 
ignored on this subject, they being 
acquainted with the work their clerks 
performed, whether he will state if any 
member of the Board ever worked in 
a surveyor’s office ; and if he will order 
an impartial inquiry into ‘the case of 
these clerks. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) The 
periods of service of the several members 
' of the Board of Inland Revenue in their 

present positions, are as follows :— 


Chairman since 10th February, 1899. 
Deputy Chairman since 29th May, 1902. 
Commissicner since 23rd November, 1897. 
Commissioner since 22nd February, 1902. 

The Board inform me that on the 
subject of this memoria they took the 
opinion of the Chief inspector of Taxes, 
who, with his assistants, has passed 
through the ranks of the surveyors’ staff, 
and who is their responsible adviser in 
technical matters relating to that staff. 
No member of the Board has ever worked 
in a surveyor’s office. I have no doubt 
that the inquiry was thoroughly 
impartial. 


Vivisection Experiments at the Gordon 
College, Khartoum. 

Mr. G. GREENWOOD (Peterborough) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether his attention has been 
| called to a series of vivisectional experi- 
'ments performed on dogs, monkeys, and 
| other animals by Andrew Balfour, M.D., 
at the Wellcome Research Laboratories, 
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Gordon College, Khartoum ; whether the 
Gordon College is under British control ; 
whether the Welcome Research Labora- 
tories form part of such college or what 
is their connection with it; how such 
laboratories are maintained,and whether or 
not by puklic money; whether vivisectional 
experiments are habitually performed at 
the Gordon College; whether operators 
are subject to any inspection, regulation, 
orcontrol ; and whether such practice is 
sanctioned by the British Government or 
their representatives in Kgygt. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
firey.) I have no information on the 
points mentioned in the Question, but I 


will make inquiries on the subject. The 
Gordon College at Khartoum is not 


under the control of the Foreign Office. 


Public Elementary Schools. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): To ask the President of the Board 
of Education if he can now say if a 
State-aided school will or will not be 
considered a public elementary school. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) I must 
refer the hon. Member to the reply given 
yesterday to a Question on one part of 
this matter, and to the Government 
Amendment to Clause 4, page 5, line 23, 
on the Paper circulated this morning. 


Pay on Leave of Indian Civil Servants. 

Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye): 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
why officers in the Civil employment 
of the Government of India, who take 
combined leave to England, are not 
allowed to draw their pay for the 
privilege leave portion thereof in Eng- 
land; and whether he will consider 
the possibility of enabling them in future 
to draw such pay in England, in order 
that they may not, as at present, lose 
about 30 per cent. of their pay by loss on 
exchange, and, in addition to this loss, 
he compelled to pay income-tax on such 
pay both in India and in England. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Morley.) I 
am willing to consult the Government of 
India as to the desirability of allowing 
privilege leave pay to be drawn in 
England when the leave is taken in this 
country in combination with other leave. 
No loss on exchange is incurred by the 
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officers under the present arrangements 
nor it is likely any special rate of exchange 
will be conceded if it is decided to issuo 
pay in England. 
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SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Sir WILLIAM BRAMPTON GURDON 
reported from the Committee of Selec- 
tion; That they had discharged the 
following Member from the Standing 
Committee on Trade (including <Agri- 
culture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures, in respect of the Town 
Tenants (Ireland) Bill: Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; and had appointed in substitu: 
tion: Mr. Haviland-Burke. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA REVENUE ACCOUNTS. 


Order for Committee read. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Mr. Mortey, Montrose Burghs) : 
I rise, Sir, to move the Motion that 
stands in my name. I am afraid I shall 
have to ask for a considerable draft on 
the patience of the House, because I have 
not only got to explain what I may call 
the stocktaking of our Indian accounts, 
but also, before I sit down, give some 
indications, of a tolerably clear and 
definite kind, I hope, of future policy. 
I hope the House will not grudge the 
time I ask. Although I am afraid I 
shall take some of the time that ought 
to go to those who wish to move Amend- 
ments, still they will all agree that I 
have never shown any great oratorical 
rapacity. I have no desire whatever 
unnecessarily to encroach on their time ; 
but, after all, the occasion is not an unim- 
portant one. This is a new Parliament, 
and I believe it has a long life before it. 
There are abundant signs that this new 
Parliament recognises to the full its 
highest responsibilities for the govern- 
ment of India. There is on the Paper 
a tolerably long scheme of Amendments, 
and I for one do not make any complaint 
whatever of it, although it is not alto- 
gether convenient from a personal point 
of view. When we consider all the 
questions that are involved in Indian 
policy, all the questions that are asso- 
ciated with this country as well as with 
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India, affecting not merely 300,000,000 
people for whom we in this House are the 
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that I do, but there is the fact. The 
most engrossing of our foreign relations 


trustees, but also affecting and going to | now—and the noble Lord the Member for 


the roots of the strength and_ stability 
of this Government and country, 1 think 
that India holds one of the three or four | 
master 
Britain. There people 


are some 


South Kensington who knows so much 
about these great questions will agree— 
the most engrossing and perplexing 


keys of the strength of Great | ques‘ions are those which involve us 
to | with 


China, Japan, Russia, the great 


whom Indian policy means the North-| Power in Central Asia, apart from its 


West) Frontier, some to whom it means | Kuropean sphere. 


Persia, others to whom it means opium ; 


I hope hon. Members 


| will pardon me making this digression. 


but our Indian policy, when you come ‘T thought at the time we took a very 
to look at it with responsibility, demands: bad, false step three or four years ago 


a far more comprehensive survey than 
this and a due sense of proportion, Of 


course, it is the tendency of every Minister | 
to exaggerate the importance of his own | 


office. But it is not in the least because 
i exaggerate the importance of 
office that I do believe- 


my | 
I have believed | 


in South Africa, That false step has 
landed in mMmextricable 
that is bad enough. But a really false 
step taken in India would land us in 
| confusion far more dire and disastrous 
i still. The interest of the people of Great 
sritain in Indian questions is supposed to 


US confusion : 


long before T had anything to do with | be languid, and to judge from the ap- 


the Government of India- 
the subjects which engage our atten- 


tion—for example, in this 

education, taxation, foreign relations, 
the Army, the Fleet, North Africa, 
and South Africa—not one of them | 
exceeds in moment and importance to 
this country the wisdom or unwisdom 


of the policy that is pursued in India. 
What portion ofthe great realm of Govern. 
ment more important and more 
striking than India? 1] 
speaking of the picturesque or the specu- 
lative points of view; L am looking at, 
and | invite this new Parhament to look 
at, the practical points involved in the 
government of India. There is the land 


raises 


Issues 


frontier on the North-West that in- 
volves complex and intractable — ele- 
ments.  [ would invite the House in 
passing to notice the great, the 


enormous transformation of our foreign 
policy that has taken place since the 
days of Mr. Canning, Lord Palmerston, 
and Lord Castlereagh. We are no longer 
concerned in dynastic quarrels in Europe, 
nor even with territorial divisions 
Europe. Whether it is for good or for ill, 
whether we like it not, 
transformation of our policy 
Asiatic policy. 


or 


into an 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 


was understood to dissent. 


*Mr. MORLEY : 
not like that statement ; 


Mi. Morley. 


My hon. friend does 
I do not know 


that of all | pearance of the benches opposite the Im- 


| perial Party do not show interest in far 


session, | the greatest of all Imperial questions. 


| An HON. MEMBER: There are only 


am not | 


in | 


| iO 
we see the | 


six of them. 


*Mr. MORLEY: Their interest may be 
languid, but, after all, I like to be in- 
dulgent. I do not believe that, in the 
country, among those who think about our 
political position at all, the interest 
languid. But even if it were, there are 
some pretty obvious reasons for it. The 
subject is very intricate, the terms are 
unfamiliar, the whole — field Vast, 
distant, and even to us who are concerned 
with it, very dim. And this subject 
kindles none of the fire of Party, which as 
we all know the attractive 
element in securing crowded benches and 
long speeches. But when people say that 
India has always been excluded from the 
sphere of Party I do not believe that that 
is at all historically true. After all, when 
we turn to old occurrences under Mr. Pitt 
and Mr. Fox, and even if we come down 
L880, when Mr. Gladstone won his 
wreat and triumphant election, somewhat 
similar to an election that has followed it, 
we find some of the very hardest fights 
in our Party history have been fights on 
Indian questions. [ am glad to think 
that at this moment India is not in any 
sense or degree a Party question. I 
believe that between myself and the noble 


is 


Is 


Is most 





Lord opposite, who has had India Office 
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experience, there is only a very moderate 
degree of difference of opinion. 


My hon. friend the Member for Merthyr 
has put on the Paper a Motion, not 
unfamiliar, for placing the salary of the 
Secretary of State upon the Estimates, 
so that there might be an opportunity, 
as there is on Irish or Scottish policy, 
of indulging in criticism and, if possible, 
of discomfiting the Secretary of State. 
I have considered all the arguments 
pretty carefully, and heard many de- 
bates in this House on that proposition, 
and T submit this to my hon. friend, and 
to the House if he divides on the Motion. 
We are all agreed it is best and wisest to 


exclude India from the field of our 
orainary Party operations. See, then, 
what my hon. friend’s proposal would 


mean. On a debate on the Secretary of 
State’s salary my hon. friend very likely'| 
would move a reduction of the salary | 
of the Secretary of State by £100, and 
he would, I am sure, make a consider- 
able number of reasonable criticisms. 
But does he not see that when it came 
to adivision it could not but be a Party | 
vote? All the of the! 
Ministry, or nearly all, would go into the! 


supp yiters 


lobby to give the Seeretary of State his| 
salary, and Gentlemen very | 
likely might, in spite of their desire to! 
keep Inia out of Party politics, support | 
the reduction of salary. I cannot think; 
that would do any good. In subjecting| 
details of Indian administration to the| 


opposite 


supervision and criticism of this House, 
the Indian Government would be ex- 
posed to the kind of criticism which 
would do but harm. As 1) 
say, the question has often been discussed 
in this House before. I think Lord George 
Hamilton spoke in this sense in resisting | 
a similar Motion, as | am sorry to say { 
must resist my hon. friend’s to-day. You 
might do as you used in old Parliaments, 
every twenty vears have a committee or} 
commission to travel over the whole field | 
of Indian government and report upon it. 
My objection to that would be that it 
would be absurd to bring home all the hard- 
working capable men who are engaged in 
the day-to-day administration of the 
enormous Government in order to hear 
questions which would not in all cases be 
dictated by knowledge, but partly by 


s 
ho goo, 
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prejudice and partly by passion. I should 


574 
be sorry to see that. But I think it 
would be of the greatest advantage that 
there should be discussions from time to 
time on particular questions, either taken 
out of Supply, or perhaps a_ lenient 
Government with plenty of time might 
give time. For example, I think three 
or four hours might well be spent in this 
House in discussing education. I have 
some views of my own about education , 
and I should very well like to have thiy 
House decide the issues that that question 
opens. Then there is an enormous ques- 
tion in which Radicals in old days used 
to be deeply interested, and I see no 
reason why those not Radicals should not 
he mterested in it—namely, the partition 
of the cost of military operations between 
India and England. I[ havea very shrewd 
suspicion that that partition of charge 1; 
not in all respects equitable. 


I am atraid I must now take 
the House through a series of figures. I 
will make them as short as I can. This 
I ask the House to believe, that in these 
figures are the real issues; and if you at 
all realise your responsibility, you must 
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not grudge the intervention of these 
; rather harassing and—though not to 
me-—rather tiresome figures. In re- 
citing these figures to the House, 
I hope it will not be thought thet 
IL am holding a brief. ‘To sav that I am 


not indebted to the capable and helpful 
gentlemen in my office, and in India also, 


| would be the highest ingratitude on my 
part. But I view these things with an 
impartial and independent eye; and 


therefore | hope the House will not listen 
to my figures as if they were listening to a 
lawyer reading a brief. When I 
at the string of Amendment 


look 


on the 


| Paper [ cannot but think that they mean 


if they mean anything, that the Govern- 
ment of India by this country is a dead 


failure. 


Mr. 
Hear, 


LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
hear, 


believe a 
it is in- 
every- 


*Mr. MORLEY: [ do not 

word of it. I do not say that 
capable of improvement. Like 
thing else in this world, it is capable of 
improvement. But the figures I am 
going to recite to the House are cheerful 
The net revenue of 


and encouraging. 
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India in 1904-5 was £49,700,000—I 
leave out the thousands—the net expendi- 
ture was £46,300,000, and the surplus 
was £3,400,000. In 1905-6, the revenue 
was £48,500,000, the expenditure was 
£46,700,000, and the surplus £1,800,000. 
I now come to the figures of the current 
year, which, of course, are estimates only : 
—Revenue, £48,800,000; expenditure, 
£48,000,000 ; surplus, £800,000. For some 
vears before 1901-2 the revenue was 
exposed to certain unfavourable condi- 
tions, with which I need not weary the 
House ; but since then, owing to various 
causes—the absence of any widespread 
famine principally—the surpluses have 
been enlarged. What can we do with the 
surplus ? Wecanremit taxation. I begin 
with the remission of the tax which I re- 
gard of great importance—the salt duty. 
The salt duty has been reduced since 
1903-4 by two steps, at a cost of 
£2,000,000 to the revenue. Rates have 
been reduced £690,000, and income-tax 
£200,000. In 1903 my right hon. friend 
the Chancellor of the Duchy, then in 


Opposition, made a very powerful ap-_ 


peal in favour of the further remission 
of the salt duty. That remission has 
been made. But for my part I cannot 
regard, and I will not regard, with satis- 
faction, or even with patience, the con- 


tinuance at a high scale of a tax on a | 
It is a question, | 


prime necessity of life. 
however, that vou cannot settle right 
off, or by a stroke of the pen. But any 


one who reads the report in the Blue- | 


book published this year will see that 
the last remission of the tax, which was 
considerable, has had a most admirable 
effect in cheapening the retail price ; 
and the knowledge that they were 
entitled to the reduction has become 
known to the most ignorant class in 
the country. Even the Bheel woman 
who buys salt by the ounce knows that 
she is entitled to more than she used to 
get. What was formerly purchased to 
last three or four days, now lasts five 
or six days. More salt is also given to 
cattle. In some provinces the con- 
sumption has risen 10 per cent. in the 
last three years, and the saving per 
head of the population is reckoned as 
one day’s wages to the poorest of the 
working classes. I have some figures 
as to the comparative effect of the im- 
position of the salt tax in India and in 


Mr. Morley. 
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a famous European country where the 
tax is still imposed—namely, Italy— 
but they can wait for another occasion. 
It is not that the Indian is more heavily 
burdened in the matter of the salt duty 
than the Italian. But, however that 
may be, I am glad to think that the 
very able and expert financial member 
of the Viceroy’s Council hopes to make 
further reduction in the duty, even 
though he cannot go so far as I should 
like to go, and sweep the thing away 
altogether. Let us therefore be content 
to take the half-loaf, for it is better than 
no bread. 


I should like the House fully to 
realise the significance of this finan- 
cial statement. The rise in the national 
income of which I have spoken is auto- 
matic, and is derived, I am glad to think, 
from the taxpayers for value received. 
Here are significant figures. The land 
revenue has gone up by £1,500,000, be- 
cause the productive value of the land 
‘has gone up and more land is brought 
under cultivation. The Excise has in- 
creased by £1,500,000—partly due, no 
doubt, to higher duties; but due also 
to increased consumption. We are all 
economists since the raising of fiscal 
reform. We therefore know that this 
rise in consumption must be due to 
increased purchasing power, and conse- 
quently to greater wage earning. Cus- 
toms have risen more than half a million 
sterling. Customs in India are levied 
for revenue purposes only. Why have 
‘they risen ? Because more manufactured 
goods of particular kinds have been 
bought. Still, the most important tribu- 
tary of the stream so copiously fed from 
so many affluents is the State railways. 
(I make a present of that fact to my 
‘Socialist friends below the gangway 
opposite. In India the State undertakes 
not only railways, but other gigantic 
| operations for the direct development of 
_the economic resources of the country. 
It constructs railways and canals; it 
conducts irrigation operations ; it con- 
serves forests. The net revenue under 
| the three heads of railways, canals, and 
forests, five years ago, was only £2,750,000. 
| What is it to-day ? £5,000,000. There- 
fore, there is a large net increase from 





these socialistic operations. 
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The Indian railway system is really 
worth thinking about fora moment. It 
is nearly 30,000 miles in extent, and is 
growing at the rate of 1,000 miles a year. 
In the United Kingdom the railway system 
is 22,634 miles in extent ; in Russia it is 
40,500 miles, and in the United States 
212,000 miles. Of course, we must also 
look at the areas of the countries con- 
cerned. The area of India is 1,000,000 
square miles, the area of Russia is 
8,500,000 square miles, and the area of 
the United States is 3,500,000 square 
miles. These are striking figures. But 
let me quote a few more figures about 
passengers and merchandise. In 1905 
there were 250,000,000 of passengers 
and 56,000,000 tons of The 
average charge for each passenger was 
one-fifth of a penny per mile, and the 
average charge for goods was a_half- 


? ‘ 
goods. 


penny a ton a mile. [ would ask 
my right hon. friend the President 
of the Board of ‘Trade to try 
whether he cannot bring about a 
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| 


| 


reduction in railway rates and charges | 


in this country to those low amounts. 
The loss which formerly existed on the 
State railways fell gradually, until 
in 1899-1900 it turned to a 
gain of £70,000, and this 
mounted until 1904-5, when it topped 
£2,000,000. The economic effects of this 
great beneficent action on the part of 


modest | 
steadily | 


| and 
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India is not an inert and lifeless bureau- 
cracy of official machinery, but a great 
vital scheme of government. I do not 
say that it has not had some defects— 
we shall come to those in the course 
ofthe afternoon. But I wish I had time 
todwell on the achievements in irriga- 
tion, demanding such skill in engineering, 
such thought and prudence, such energy 
in day-to-day administration. Some 
of the Amendments on the Paper, 
I think, do less than justice to the 

vigour with which the great public 
works of India have been prosecuted, 
increasing the productivity of the 
ordinary land, protecting areas specially 


liable to famine, and bringing waste 
lands into cultivation. I will only 


mention that the capital expenditure 
on the large canals up to the end 
of 1906-7 was £28,000,000, yielding a 
revenue of 7? per cent. This year 
£1,250,000 is provided for maintenance 
and construction, in addition to other 
sums for minor works. 


One single word as to afforestation : 
that is a question not only which 
concerns us but which will concern 
somebody standing at this box long after 
we are gone. The State forests of India 
cover an area of 250,000 square miles, 
66,000,000 cubic feet of timber 
from the State forests were extracted 


| last year, and there has been an increase 
'in the forest revenues in five years of 
| more than £600,000. I cannot wonder 
‘that those who are concerned in these 
operations look forward with nothing 
‘short of exultation to the day when 
'this country will realise what a splendid 


the Government to aid private industry 
must be pretty obvious to everyone in 
the House, as, for example, in connection 
with the transportation of produce 
to districts afflicted with scarcity and 
famine from districts which are more 








prosperous, in connection with inland 
migration which is of peculiar importance 
in India, where, though many districts are 


poor, others are worse than poor, and also | 


in connection with the rapid and satis- 
factory increase in commerce, in the 
value of imports and exports and of all 
those commercial operations which would 
have been impossible, but for this 
development of railway communication. 
There are other effects which I need not 
dwell upon, political and social; but these 
political and social effects are only per- 
fectly known to those who have studied 
this matter personally. 


Now I must say a word about irrigation, 
because I am endeavouring to show that 


| 
| 
| 


| spectral figure of debt. 


asset is now being built up in India in 
connection with these forests. 


There is one point in connection with 
India to which I must refer, and 
that is her debt. The policy of many 
nations is crippled by the haunting 
India, what- 


ever gloom, famine, and plague may 


'spread over her landscape, is at 
least happy in her immunity from 
ia great burden of national debt. The 


total permanent debt of India at March 
31st, 1905, was £214,000,00C. You may 
think that a pretty large figure for a 
poor country. But of this no less;than 
£154,000,000 is represented in railways 
works, leaving only 


and wrigation 
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£60,000,000 of ordinary debt. The net | the world. That India is a poor country 


charge this year for interest other than 
interest on railways and irrigation works 
is £800,000, so that you have the im- 
portant fact that the revenue from 
railways and major irrigation works, 
after meeting all charges for working 
and interest, covers the interest on the 
ordinary ‘debt about four times over. 
That is a very striking and remarkable 
fact. 


I should now like to pass from these 
figures of revenue to those of trade. 
As we all know, a tremendous con- 
troversy raged in this country some 
little time ago as to whether exports 
or imports are the more trustworthy 
sign of national prosperity. Happily 
in India it does not matter a pin whether 
vou take exports or imports as a test 
of national prosperity. Ten years ago 
the value of Indian merchandise and 
produce exported was £73,000,000 ; last 
vear it was £105,500,000, or an increase 
of 443 per cent. Ten years ago the value 
of imported merchandise into India 
was £46,250,000; last year it was 
£68,750,000, or an increase of 48) per 
cent. The value of the gold and silver 
held in India outside the currency has 
increased by £9,000,000 a vear for five 
years. Everybody knows that for good 
or ill the collection of precious metals 
1s practised in India 
But I have some figures here about 
the rise in prices which are also satis- 
factory. Some hon. Member who will 
follow me will be able, with perfect 
good faith in their own minds, to paint 


the condition of the population of India | 


in lamentable colours, just as you could 
do in this country. The distribution 
of material prosperity over this vast 
continent is unequal, and when the 
hon. Gentleman, whoever he may be, 
tells this lamentable story, you must 
remember that the standard 
low. Remember that India is essentially 
an agricultural country and of varying 
degrees of fertility. Pessimist or opti 
mist may make out an equally good 
case if they go into particular parts 
of India. There are regions in India 
which are very poor; but on the other 
hand if you go to Bengal, to Burmah, 
and the irrigated portions of the Punjab 
you will find lands as fertile as any in 
Mr. Morley 


also is 


by all classes. | 


I do not deny; that the system of 
government is costly I know ; that it 
is extravagant I suspect. But there 
is not one of these three things I could 
not say of my own country. We on 
this side constitute a majority who are 
prepared to say that our system of 


government is costly—I should think 
it is—and that it is in some respects 
extravagant. That is what we = are 
all here to say. But let us remark 


the signs of improvement among the 
diverse populations of India. An ex- 
perienced native officer in the course 
of a review of his work in Scinde speaks 
of the possession in greater quantity 
among the people in the villages of 
articles of copper and brass, finer garments 
and silver and gold, as well as of houses 
being built of brick and tiles in place 
of mud; and what has been said by 
this native officer of Scinde has also 
been said by native observers in other 
partsof India. Then vou find among the 
nativessuch new-fangled inventions as the 
sewing-machine, a machine for erushing 
the sugar-cane instead of the old rude 
stone implement, and the growing use of 
mineral oil, which is cheap and powerful, 
instead of vegetable oil. There are some 
people who would be glad to see the 
people engaged in those indigenous 
| handicrafts which belong to India. I 
am not sure that I do not belong to 
|that retrograde race. But we cannot 
igo back; India will not confine herself 
ito those indigenous handicrafts. From 
ithe report of the Chief Inspector of 
| Factories I find that last year was a 
vear of extraordinary prosperity in the 
Bombay cotton mills, but that does 
jnot at all prevent my adhesion to 
a promise which I mentioned to a 
deputation to despatch an English factory 





inspector to see how factory rules, 
such as we have in England, will 
work, having regard to the different 


social conditions of Inda. 


The House will not think that [am 
wearying them unn:cessarily and will per- 
mit me to say a few words on India’s 
relations to free trade. Lord George 
Hamilton, after he had ceased to be Secre- 
tary of State, was one of the most power- 
ful exponents from the Indian point of 





} view of the impossibility of setting up 
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preferential and discriminating tariffs. | 
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and to introduce a preference in our 


There was also, I think, laid before Par- | | favour, you are asking her to discriminate 


liament an important and well-weighed | 
despatch from Lord Curzon. Sir, I 
think the House will allow me, when I 
mention the name of that distinguished | 
man, to say that I cannot fail to remember | 
that nobody has ever been more con- | 
spicuous or passionate in his self-sacris | 
ficing devotion to the interests of India | 
than Lord Curzon. I think the House | 
will desire also that I should express our 
sympathy with him in the cruel blow | 
that has made his hearth desolate, and | 
that our deepest sympathy with him at | 
this time may help him to bear the stroke | 
with fortitude. I do not, however, labour 
the question of free trade, because really 
the Indian case in this great controversy 
lies in a nutshell. The strength of India, | 
the prosperity and comfort of India, her | 
trade and commerce hang on exports. If | 
the market for her foodstuffs and raw 
materials, her grain, timber, tea and | 
coffee, hides and oilseeds, is not ample 
in volume and favourable in its cireum- 
stances how is she to bear the weight of 
her obligations 2? How does she stand ? 
In 1905-6 the export trade, including 
Government stores, was £105,000,000 ; | 
her imports were £69,000,000. But here 
is the cardinal fact. I am thinking of 
preferential and discriminating — tariffs 
in favour of the United Kingdom. Of 
this £105,000,000 the United Kingdom 
only took 25 per cent. Where did the 





other 75 per cent., the other three-quarters | 


of the exports go? The chief customers 


for the three-fourths of the exports were | 


the States of Europe, the Far Kast, and 
the countries bordering on the Indian 
Ocean. 

Kart PERCY (Kensington, 8.) : Can 
the right hon. Gentleman give us the 
relative proportions of exports from 
India to the free trade States of the Far 


fast as compared with the protective | 


States of Europe ? 


“Mr. MORLEY: Lam not sure that 
| can off hand, but perhaps | may be able 
to give the information later 
afternoon; but it cannot affect this 
point, whatever may be the answer to 
the noble Lord’s question. This pre- 
ferential and discriminating policy carries 
with it that if India is asked to retaliate | 


in the, 


against three-fourths of her customers 
in order to satisfy one. 1 think that 
is the case in a nutshell. I will give an 
illustration from a Foreign Office Report 
on German trade in 1905. It is stated 
there that in the last four years Germany’s 
bill for Indian produce has risen from 
£10,750,000 to £14,750,000 per annum, 
and that the value of German goods sold 
to India has only risen from £3,900,000 
to £4,150,000. What conclusion is to be 
drawn from that? There are three 
conclusions to be drawn. First, that 
the industrial development of Germany 
does India, at ail events, no harm but 
good, by widening the market for the 
raw produce that India has to sell. 
The second conclusion carries with it the 
question, “ Who gains from this pur- 
chasing power of India?” Why, Eng- 
land, because the Indian imports are 
from the United Kingdom. Lastly, how 
could it be India’s interest to injure a 
customer like Germany by a 
discriminating tariff in favour of English 


» 2 
ge ods : 


gr vod 


You may say if you like that I 
have been painting to you a roseate 
picture, but in military expenditure, 
however, we have the shadow. Com- 
| paring broadly 1906-7 with the figures 
|of ten years ago, there is an increase 
in the strength of the Army of 4,147 men. 
In 1896-7 the strength of the Indian 
Army was 227,460 men, and in 1906-7 
231,607 men. But the remarkable cir- 
/ecumstance comes out that in British 
cavalry and infantry there is no inerease. 
The only important additions to the 
fighting strength of the Army are an 
increase in our artillery and an increase 
in the number of British officers to the 
tune of 1,000. That is a large and 
costly addition, but [ will not argue it 
now. The net Army expenditure in 
india, British and native, in L806-7 was 
£15, 100.000; the estimate for 1906-7 is 
£18. 800,000—an increase of £5,700,000, 
This has to be divided into two 
equal items of £1,850,000 for ordinary 
and special military expenditure. I in- 
vite the House to attend to one element 
jin the increase in the ordinary expendi- 
ture. The House will remember that 
the late Government found it necessary 
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to grant additional pay to the non- 
commissioned officers and men in the 
British Army in India. Those were 
circumstances for which neither the 
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Government nor the governed in India | 


had a shadow of responsibility. They 
were not responsible for those social cir- 
cumstances which made it necessary to 
add to the pay of the British soldier, but 
the increase of pay in the British contin- 
gent of the Indian military force was 
saddled on India to the tune of nearly 
£1,000,000. I now go for a moment to 
the special military expenditure associated 
with the name of Lord Kitchener. From 
all the information that reaches me His 


Majesty’s Government have every reason | 


to be satisfied with the prudence of the 
decision in the vexed 
question of Army organisation which I 
conveyed to the Government of India in 


my despatch of February or March last. | 
I have carefully watched these operations | 


and I hav: obtained whatever information 


I could get on the subject ; and I say that 


in my opinion we have every reason to be 
satisfied with the decision we then took. 


I do not discuss Lord Kitchener’s scheme | 


and the expense as a whole. In the 
present stage it is not ripe for discussion, 
but I will only say that I am engaged in 
active correspondence with the Govern- 
ment of Ind’a upon the var ous questions 
involved in this special military expendi- 
ture in Lord Kitchener’s scheme, and 
until that correspondence, which also 
involves some decisions to be taken by the 
Imperial Defence Committee, is matured 
I do not think I can say anything at this 


stage that would be very profitable for | 
In anticipation | 


the House to listen to. 
of the discussion in the course of the 
afternoon, I may say, however, that 
after all you should be fair to the 
soldiers and generals, and you must 
look at 
presented. Lord Kitchener’s 
is not one for increasing the Army. 
What is contended by way of justifica- 
tion is that if the scheme had not been 
adopted India would have continued to 
spend £17,000,000 a year on an Army 
provided with second-rate guns, with 
too few officers, with bad transport, with 
defective medical organisation, inade- 
quate reserves of stores. It is said that 
by paying this £2,000,000 extra for five 
years, and £1,500,000 for recurrent 
Mr, Morley 
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and turbid | 


these things as they were | 
scheme | 
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charges for a certain number of years, 
you will have avoided all the mischiefs 
and shortcomings which I have de- 
scribed. That is the military defence. 
Behind that there lies, no doubt, a large 
‘number of disputable facts, inferences, 
and conclusions. In indicating | this 
controversy I am not going to pledge 
'myself to any line as far as the present 
Budget is concerned. I hope the House 
will not think that is arrogant on my 
part. On the contrary, it is modesty. 
I am not going into this complex and 
| dangerous question without making per- 
'fectly sure that I have all the informa- 
tion to which I can possibly get access 
and that I have listened to all the argu- 
/ments which can be brought against 
the views I am personally inclined to 
' take. 


I am drawing to an end; but I am 
not sure that the end is not the most im- 
portant part of what I have to say. I 
have heard a thousand times that India 
is an insoluble problem. Well, the man 
/who runs away from problems called 
“insoluble” is not fit for politics. I 
have generally found, as I daresay some 
of my right hon. friends have found, that 
what is called an insoluble problem is 
after all a problem wrongly stated. Here 
we have a new Parliament. I respect- 
fully invite the new Parliament of to-day 
to look at the India of to-day with a clear, 
firm, and steadfast gaze. I have only 
been in office a very few months, but I 
| will say of myself—and I hope it will 
‘not seem egotistic—that I have lost no 
opportunity of placing myself in con- 
tact with as many people as_ possible 
from India, people of every type, of 
every class, likely to take every different 
point of view. I have seen native rulers 
|! from India—‘‘ dusk faces, in white silken 
turbans wreathed”’—and I sometimes 
think we made a mistake in not attaching 
the weight we ought to to these powerful 
| princes as standing forces in India. 
'Then it has been my businesss to hear 
all I could learn from those military 
| officers who keep watch and ward along 
jour frontier among the fierce border 
tribes, and no men interested me more. 
_I have seen what is called the “ sun-dried 
bureaucrat,” and I have found that 
what is meant by that phrase is a man 
eminent for experience, for knowledge, 
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and for responsibility faithfully and 
honourably discharged. I have seen 
soldiers, travellers, and journalists, and 
I have kept up a continuous and most 
useful and interesting correspondence 
with the Viceroy. Again I hope the 
House will not think it egotistic, but I 
want them to know why I have any right 
to take any view at all as to the situation 
in India. If I were to say that on the 
strength of these conversations, many and 
long, | pretend to know all about India, 
I should be foolish. I do not dogmatise. 
The man who dogmatises at all in politics 
is not, I suspect, the wisest of men. 
But the man who dogmatises about 
India—and I throw this out for this 
afternoon’s discussion—is a pure simple- 
ton. I throw that out promiscuously. 
I have done my best to read the signs of 
to-day in India, and it is for the India 
of to-day that the Government and this 
House are responsible. I do not believe 
for a moment that because you have a 
comparatively new Viceroy and a new 
Secretary of State, that is enough 
to make a crisis in this vast dominion. 
What I seem to discern are not at all the 
symptoms of crisis. I do not see or hear 
demands for violent or startling new 
departures. What I do see is a stage 
reached in the gradual and inevitable 
working out of Indian policy, which makes 
it wise and in the natural order of things— 
and I do not at all despair of securing the 
noble Lord’s agreement to this—that we 
should advance with a firm, courageous, 
and intrepid step some paces further 
on the path of continuous, rational im- 
provement in the Indian system of gov- 
ernment. Every one—soldiers, travellers, 
and journalists—they all tell us that 
there is a new spirit abroad in India. 
Be it so. How could you expect any- 
thing else? You have now _ been 
educating the peoples for years with 
Western ideas and literature. You have 
already given them facilities for com- 
munication with one another. How 
could you suppose that India would go 
on just as it was when there was little 
higher education and when the contact 
between one part and another was 
difficult and infrequent? How could 
you think that all would go on as before ? 
As for education, let the House think of 
this little fact. There is this year a 
Senior Wrangler from India; and I was 
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told by the Master of Trinity that he was 
Senior Wrangler after two years’ resi- 
dence when all the others in the class had 
had three years’ residence. I mention 
that as showing that you cannot go on 
narrowly on the old lines. We should 
be untrue to all the traditions of this 
Parliament and to those who from time 
to time and from generation to generation 
have been the leaders of the Liberal 
Party, if we were to show ourselves 
afraid of facing and recognising the new 
spirit with candour and consideration. 
I said something about the Indian Princes. 
It is a question whether we do not persist 
in holding these powerful men too lightly. 
Then there is the Congress. I do not 
know that I agree with all that the Con- 
gress desires; but, speaking broadly of 
what I conceive to be at the bottom of the 
Congress, I do not see why any one who 
takes a cool and steady view of Indian 
Government should be frightened. I 
will not at once conclude that because a 
man is dissatisfied and discontented, 
therefore he is disaffected. Our own 
reforms and changes have been achieved 
by dissatisfied men who were no more 
disaffected than you or I. If there be 
disaffection—and there may be some— 
I will not, as far as I have anything to do 
with the Government of India, play the 
game of disaffection by exaggerating 
the danger or by over-readiness to scent 
mischief. There have been two books 
recently written about India by gentle- 
men who accompanied the Prince of 
Wales, which I would respectfully recom- 
mend hon. Members to read. One of 
these books, “‘ Through India with the 
Prince,” is by Mr. Abbot, and the other 
is by a gentleman, Mr. Sydney Low, of 
proved competence in political subjects. 
Mr. Low is a man who knows what he 
is writing about ; and he says— 

‘* The journey of the Prince of Wales showed 
clearly that there is a deep and widespread 
attachment to the Imperial House among the 
Indian people ; and even where there is dis- 
content with the mode of Government, there 
is no feeling against the Throne. Calcutta, 
when the Prince of Wales visited it, was in 
the trough of a furious agitation against the 
partition of Bengal—an agitation which on one 
occasion had caused every native shop to be 
closed in the city as a sign of mourning. 
Yet when the Prince appeared amongst tlius 
angry populace, he was received not only with 
cordiality, but even with demonstrative 
enthusiasm.” 
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Tam not going, and I hope the House is 
not going, to be easily frightened when 
it finds such a state of things, together 
with other facts which are no doubt dis- 
agreeable. But that is what politics 
are. Thereis a constant ebb and flow of 
feeling in the countries where there is any 
political life, and this shows that political 
life is stirring in India. I deprecate 
this bandying between different schools 
of Indian opinion of charges and epithets. 
One says, “Sundried bureaurats,” and 
the other says, ‘“ Pestilent agitators.” 
But the duty of the Viceroy, of the Secre- 
tary of State, and of the House of Com- 
mons is to rise well above that sort of 
thing. An observation—a just and salu- 
tary observation—has been made that we 
should adopt not a mawkish or maudlin 
sentimentality, but a manly desire to 


understand and comprehend those whom, | 


for good or for evil, we have undertaken to 
govern. We have not ourselves to blame 
for the great division that separates the 
European from the native Indian. Thave 
sometimes wondered why those who now 
agitate for political reforms de not 
turn their eyes to social reforms. But 
there is a root of statesmanship as well 
as of humanity contained in the lines 
“Hath not a Jew eyes? Hath not a 
Jew hands, organs, dimensions, aflec- 
tions, and passions?” That is what I 
should like to make the foundation of the 
education of our competition-wallahs. 
It was well said once that “ great thoughts 
come from the heart ”’—a beautiful 
expression, but I should like to add to it a 
little prosaic rider of my own—great 
thoughts come from the heart, but they 
must go round by the head. 


And now I come to close quarters. 
Infall that I have said I shall not 
be* taken to indicate for a moment 
that I dream you can transplant British 


institutions wholesale into India. That 
is a fantastic and ludicrous dream. 


Even if it could be done, it would not be 
for the good of India. You have got to 
adapt vour institutions to the conditions 
of the country where you are planting 
them. You cannot transplant bodily 
the venerable oak of our constitution to 
India, but you can transplant the spirit 
of our institutions—the spirit, the temper, 
the principles, and the maxims of British 
institutions. All these you can transplant 


Mr. Morley. 
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and act upon and abide by. You cannot 
give universal suffrage in India, and I do 
not insist that India should be on the same 
footing as our self-governing Colonies, 
like Canada. In the debate on the Indian 
Council Act in 1892, in this House, Mr, 
Gladstone said : 

“In all these proposals for improved govern- 
ment in India the Government of India must 
have the carrying out of those proposals.” 
That is what he said, and I believe more 
and more from my own experience that 
that is a proved view. I rejoice, and I 
believe the House will rejoice, that I am 
authorised to announce on my _ full 
responsibility that the Government of 
India is in thorough sympathy with the 
necessities of the day and of the hour. I 
only want the House to know that we are 
in earnest in the direction that I have 
indicated. I hope there will be no hurry 
or precipitancy on the part either of the 
bureaucrats or of the agitators. If 
there is, it can only have the effect, the 
inevitable effect, of setting the clock back. 
We are talking to-day about the Budget. 
The very limited amount of time given to 
the discussions of the Budget in Calcutta 
has hitherto been rather a scandal. All 
reasonable people both here and in India 
have admitted that that state of things 
cannot be endured. Then there is also 
the question of the moving of Amendments 
to the financial proposals of the Viceroy 
and his advisers. ‘There is the extension 
of the representative element in the Legis- 
lative Council—not the Executive Council, 
but the Legislative. These are three points 
bearing closely upon our discussion to-day, 
and J am glad to say that the Governor- 
General is about to appoint a small 
committee from his Executive Council 
to consider what reforms in this direc- 
tion can be expediently carried forward. 
| have every reason to believe that I 
shall before the end of the session have 
a despatch from the Government of 
India empowering me to state to this 
House the definite results at which the 
Governor-General and his committee 
have arrived. In regard to the question 
of the employment of Indians in the 
higher offices, 1 think a move—a definite 
and deliberate move—ought to be made 
with the view of giving competent and 
able natives the same access to the 
higher posts in the administration that 


are given to our own countrymen. 
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There is a famous sentence in the Queen’s 
Proclamation of 1858, which says :— 


Blohy 


“[tis our further will that so far as may 
be our subjects, of whatever race or creed, be 
freely and impartially admitted to offices in 
our service the duties of which they may be 
qualitied by their educational talents, ability 
and integrity duly to discharge.” 


i think those words * so far as may be’ 


have been somewhat misinterpreted in 
the past. L do not believe that the 
Ministers who acvised Queen Victoria | 


in framing one of the most memorable 
documents in all our history meant those 


qualifying words, which were words of | 


COMO Selise and wisdom, to be con- 
strued in a narrow, literal, restricted, or 


pettifogging spirit. i do not believe 
that Parliament or the liberal and 


generous men who held the helm of State | 
in India at that time ever intended that | 


this promise of the Queen’s should be con- 


strued in any but a liberal and generous | 


sense. The Governor-General of India 
to-day is, | am glad to say, a man of a 


firm texture of mind. 
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i do not believe | 
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*Eart PERCY congratulated the 
right hon. Gentleman both on the 
character of the statement he had 


made and on the charm with which his 
eloquence and lucidity had invested it. 
The House would await with great 
interest the recommendations of the Com- 





>| mittee which had been appointed in 


regard to the giving of a larger amount of 
time in Caleutta to the consideration of 
the Budget and the making of further 


| provisions for the representation of 
|natives in the Legislative Council. He 


supposed that any change in the com- 
position of the Legislative Council would 
require legislation in this House. 


increase in 


Mr. MORLEY: 


numbers. 


Any 


*Kart PERCY asked whether the right 
hon. Gentleman contemplated an increase 
| in the numbers. 


Not necessarily. 


Mr. MORLEY : 


the Governor-General has any intention of | 


riding off on a narrow evasion of the 
obvious spirit of those words containing 
a promise which was as wise and politic 
as it was just. I thank the House for 
listening to me so long. 


autocratic or absolute 
ment co-existing with free speech and 
free right of meeting; but it is quite 
certain that for as long a time as my 
poor imagination can pierce through, 
for so long a time our government in 


person 


india must partake, and in no small de- | 


gree, of the personal and almost absolute 
element. But that is no reason why we 
should not try this great experiment of 


showing that you can have a strong and | 


effective administration along with free 
speech and free institutions, and being all 
the better and all the more effective 
because of free speech and free institu- 
tions. That policy is a noble one to 
think of, but the task is arduous; and 
because it is noble and it 
arduous | recommend the policy of which 


because is 


I have only given a broad outline, to | 


the adoption of the House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair (for Committee on East India 
Revenue Accounts.) ” 


I do not know | 
if there is any ease in history of an | 


govern: | 


*Hart PERCY said he believed th 
right hon. Gentleman’s view in regard to 
the employment of Indians in the higher 
posts of the administration had been the 
view of successive Secretaries of State. 
If there had been any impediment to the 
employment of Indians, it was not the bar 
of colour, for the only qualifications for 
employment in such posts were education, 
character, and experience. \No doubt in 
| time there would bea fur larger proportion 
|of natives than at present who had the 
training calculated to fit them for the 
| occupancy of such posts. He associated 
| himself with the eloquent words in which 
the right hon. Gentleman had expressed 
his sympathy with Lord Curzon. The 
'death of Lady Curzon was felt as a real 
and personal loss by India as a whole, and 

he could only hope that the sympathy of 
this House and of the people of India 
would afford some consolation to Lord 
| Curzon in his bereavement. The state- 
ment which the right hon. Gentleman 
| had laid before the House was certainly 
| not less satisfactory than those which had 


| 

} 

| 

| been submitted in recent years by his 
| predecessors. ‘Trade showed a remark- 
| able expansion, and the Government were 
once more in a position whichenabled them 
to make a very large reduction of taxa 
| tion and also budget for a surplus of about 
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£800,000 in the coming year. It might 
possibly be said that the constant re- 
currence of these enormous surpluses 
was evidence of over-prudence on the 
part of the Finance Minister, a prudence 
for which there was less justification now 
that the railways, instead of showing a 
deficit had become an asset, yielding a 
profit of 5} per cent. on the capital, and 
the stability of the rate of exchange was 
now practically guaranteed by the 
possession of a gold reserve fund amount- 
ing to something like £12,000,000. But 
it was better to give relief from 
taxation gradually than to give it 
in large amounts only to withdraw it in a 
year or two. As to the method in 
which the Government had disposed 
of their surplus, he thought very little 
criticism was possible. During the last 
two years they had given considerable 
telief, both to the direct and indirect 


taxpayer, by successive reductions 
of the salt tax and by raising 


the limit of exemption from the income- 
tax. The salt tax now stood at a lower 
level than it had ever done since it was 
imposed, and the last reduction was 
followed by a gratifying increase in the 
consumption. He agreed that it had 
not yet reached its lowest desirable 
limit, but he had some doubts about the 
expediency of abolishing the salt tax 
altogether, because it was a reserve in 
time of war. The same observation 
might be made in regard to the income- 
tax, which only produced a little more 
than £1,000,000 a year, which was not 
an excessive contribution on the part of 
the moneyed class in India. The right 
hon. Gentleman had tempted the House 
to enter into a discussion of the interests 
of India in connexion with preferential 
tariffs. In his opinion, if there was any 
risk of the adoption of that policy by 
India, it was more likely to arise from a 
demand by the Indian people themselves 
than from any agitation at home. The 
argument which the right hon. Gentleman 
based on the fact that of the total exports 
of India England took only one-fourth 
and three-fourths were taken by other 
countries was not conclusive. Foreign 
European countries which had protection- 
ist tariffs and used taxation for the 
purposes of retaliation and negotiation 
took only a small proportion of the 


three-fourths. By far the larger pro- 
Earl Percy 
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portion went to Egypt or countries in the 
Far East. The countries which took 
three-fourths of the export trade had no 
protectionist tariffs. They did not com- 
pete with us seriously in the Indian 
market as importers, and, therefore, they 
would not suffer from a preferential tariff 
and would not be under any temptation, 
even if their fiscal policy allowed 
them, to embark on a retaliatory war. 
He should like to say that he had 
read with particular satisfaction the 
outspoken defence by the ‘Finance 
Minister of the present Customs tariff. 
There was a time when the reimposition 
of that tariff was regarded as a retro- 
grade step, but he gathered that that 
view had been abandoned. 1st brought 
in a large revenue without hampering 
trade as might be seen from the increas- 
ing imports of cotton and sugar. In 
Egypt, which was administered by a 
pronounced free trader, one-tenth of 
the total revenue was derived from 
Customs import duties; whereas in 
India it was only one-twentieth. It had 
always seemed to him that if the 
financial system of India was open to 
any criticism, it was that too large a 
proportion of the revenue was drawn 
either from taxation on the actual 
necessaries of life or from taxation on 
the staple industry, in which 80 per cent. 
of the total population were engaged. 
Of the total taxation per head, now 
amounting to 3s. 6d. a year, 1s. 10d. was 
derived from land revenue. Although, no 
doubt, the land revenue represented 
rent rather than taxation, the neces- 
sity of giving remissions and suspen- 
sions had been forced on the Indian 
Government in many successive years, 
and he thought they had done quite 
right this year to devote the larger part of 
their surplus to the relief of that industry 
The grants and remissions which had been 
made, with the very large expenditure 
on protective as apart from productive 
works, represented a very considerable 
boon to the class of whose poveity they 
had heard so much. With regard to the 
first of the two problems which, he 
gathered, were mainly engaging the atten- 
tion of the Government of India—the 
effect of famine relief upon the resources 
at the disposal of the provincial Govern- 
ments—he thought it ought not to be 
impossible to devise some system under 
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which a contribution from the Imperial 
Exchequer towards famine relief should be 
made par? passu with, and to a certain ex- 
tent proportionate to, the contributions 
which were made from the provincial 
Exchequers. The rule that Imperial 
funds could not be drawn upon until the 
whole of the provincial revenues had 
been exhausted was conceived in the 
interests of economical administration, but 
it operated unfairly as between different 
provinces and was fatal to any systematic 
outlay on local improvements. As to the 
second problem, the indebtedness of the 
peasant, the Government of India passed, 
some years ago, for the Punjab alone, 
an Act to prevent the alienation of land 
by the cultivator. The success of that 
Act was evidenced by the falling off in 
the receipts from stamps, but he did not 
gather that the policy was one which the 
Government of India proposed to apply 
universally. He thought it could hardly 
be regarded as affording alleviation for the 
poverty which, whether due to the impro- 
vidence of the cultivator or not, was the 
mainspring and the cause of his recourse 
to borrowing. The Government of India 
were, he thought, on the right track when 
they looked for a solution of this evil of 
agricultural indebtedness to such mea- 
sures as the encouragement of more 
liberal advances to the peasantry, which 
lowered the rate of interest generally 
aid made it impossible for the money- 
lender to extort his excessive terms, the 
exemption of improvements from assess- 
ment, and the encouragement of the 
growth and extension of those co-opera- 
tive societies, the initiation of which had 
been attended with conspicuous success. 
He could not help hoping that it might 
be possible for the Government of India 
to give to other industries similar assist- 
ance to that which they were giving to 
the stecl industry, and that the growth of 
such industries would enable India to 
derive more advantage from the policy 
recently announced that in all State 
contracts preference would be given 
to goods of native origin, where the 
quality was the same, over goods which 
were imported from abroad. He now 
came to the question of military expendi- 
ture, and the particular method by which 
the Government of India intended to 
meet it. It was suggested by more than 
one speaker in the debate in the Viceroy’s 
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Council that the scheme of military re- 
armament might be postponed, or al- 
together abandoned, in view of the present 
weakness of Russia and of the additional 
security which India got from the terms 
of the Japanese Alliance. He drew an 
exactly opposite inference from those 
two considerations. History certainly 
showed that exhaustion produceu by a 
great war was not necessarily a bar to 
the early re umption of aggressive 
measures on a protracted scale, and he 
thought they must feel, if the adoption 
of a scheme of invasion, however 
futile it might be, was within even 
the remotest bounds of possibility, 
that the possibility became less re- 
mote only in proportion as the States 
which bordered upon India were in a 
settled rather than in an anarchic con- 
dition, Were the Government on ac- 
count of the Japanese Alliance to abate 
one iota of their military precautions 
they would not only be throwing grave 
discredit on the self-reliance and 
patriotism of the Indian people, but 
they would be acting contrary to the 
spirit, if not the letter, of the Anglo- 
Japanese Agreement. That agreement 
was not intended to relieve either of the 
parties of their respective obligations 
for their own self-defence, and, obviously, 
if it were to have that effect, the allied 
forces would be less and not more 
effective for combined action when the 
emergency arose. He» should like to 
know to what extent the military ex- 
penditure was to be devoted to works 
of a permanent kind. It was intended 
to defray the whole ten millions out 
of revenue, but he thought that as 
India had attained a financial position, 
especially in regard to debt, such as had 
been attained in no European country, 
we were hardly warranted in imposing 
upon her an adherence to rigid maxims 
of financial caution to which we had not 
always paid strict allegiance ourselves. 
He hoped that during the right hon. 
Gentleman’s term of office they might 
have the advantage and pleasure of 
listening to other statements from him 
as satisfactory as that to which they had 
just listened. 
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*Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
in ‘moving, “That, in view of the 
responsibility of Parliament in reference 
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to the Government of India, and in 
order to provide for a more effective 
control over Indian questions, it is ex- 
pedient to place the salary of the Secre- 
tary of State for India on the Estimates,” 
said he welcomed the right hon. 
Gentleman as their greatest convert to 
State Socialism ; what he had said about 
State railways and forests fell like re- 
freshing balm onthe Labour benches. He 
regretted that no reference had been 
made in the statement to an amendment 
of the system of popular education in 
India. Remembering the quality of the 
work produced by Indian workmen in 
the past, it was a serious reflection upon 
our methods of administration and our 
system of government that we were 
now required to give the people technical 
instruction to enable them to produce 
the goods upon which they had to rely 
for a living. He hoped the reduction 
of the salt tax would be generous, and 
that soon the right hon. Gentleman and 
his advisers would see their way to 
remove it altogether. He entirely agreed 
that this country had become more 
concerned with Asiatic affeirs than 
European, and it was for that reason 
that he desired to lay special emphasis 
upon the Amendment he was about to 
move. If we were to be more an Asiatic 
Power, it became deeply important that 
our relations with the people of India 
should be of the most friendly and cordial 
character. If we had a_ discontented 
India or an imbrogho arose in the Kast, 
the situation would be very dangerous. 
He was greatly disappointed at the non 
possumus attitude of the right hon. 
Gentleman towards his Motion. In his 
opinion it could do no harm to Indian 
affairs if they were discussed in this 
House. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary of State said, however, that 
they must not discuss Indian affairs 
because they did not understand them. 
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*Mr. MORLEY : I did not say that. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE said that if that 

attitude was taken up the sooner the 
people of India controlled their own 
affairs the better. 


*Mr. MORLEY pointed out that what 
he had said was that the discussion of 
Indian affairs from a Party point of 

Mr. Keir Hardie. 
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view would not do any good, and that, 
moreover, there was a difficulty about 
time, although a lenient Government 
might find some for the discussion of 
particular subjects. 


*Mr. KEIR HARDIE said everyone 
was aware of the difficulty of finding an 
opportunity for discussing even the ordi- 
nary affairs of India. He regretted 
that the administration of Indian affairs 
was still reserved, especially in the 
higher offices, to gentlemen from this 
country, The native were ex- 
cluded from the higher offices in the 
government of their own country because 
of the desire of educated Engl sh classes 
to keep India as a preserve for their own 
sons. Theright hon. Gentleman had made 
considerable reference to the prosperity 
of the people of India, but there were 
facts even more conclusive than the 
appearance of copper pots, sewing ma- 
chines, and other things in the houses 
when they came really to test the social 
condition of the people of the country. 
According to Lord Curzon the average 
income of the people of India from the 
highest paid official of the Government 
down to the poorest ryot inthe land was 
£2 ahead, and the average taxation was 
3s. 6d. per head. That did not show 
that there was a very abundant pros- 
perity in India. The death rate was 
increasing rapidly; that also was 
strong presumptive evidence of great 
poverty on the part of the people. 
During the past forty years there had 
been ten famines, in the course of which 
15,000,000 people had died. The aver- 
age death rate for the ten years ending 
1884 was twenty-four per 1,000. In 
1894 it was thirty per 1,000; in 1904 
it had reached thirty-two per 1,000. He 
submitted that from those figures alone 


races 


they had more evidence of — the 
social condition of India than they 
could) get from any other source. 
In the cases of famine again there 


was increased evidence of the poverty of 
the people. The famines now increased 
in violence. In other years the people 
had their rice, and they had their silver 
trinkets and other things to fall back 
upon and from the produce of which they 
might feed themselves. They had those 
things no longer, and died of hunger 
where otherwise they might have lived. 
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According to the report of the Famine 
Commissioners it was admitted that 
the increased poverty of the people 
was responsible for the higher death rate 
during the time of famine. it was 
pointed out in Mr. W. 8. Lily's great 
work “ India and its Problems,” that 
the struggle of the Indian people was not 
to live human lives but to live at all; 
that it might be said that in India, except 
in the irrigated districts, famine 
chronic—endemic. He hoped in view of 
these facts the consensus of opinion in 
this House would be that it should have a 
more direct and effective control over 
the affairs of India than it possessed at 
the present moment. There were two 
methods by which the loyalty in India 
might be preserved and the condition of 
its people ameliorated. One was by giving 
educated Indians a larger share in the ad- 
ministration of Indian aifairs. He sug- 
gestel that the right hon. Gentleman 
should make a start in that direction by 
appointing some educated natives on the 
council of the Secretary for India, which at 
present did not contain a single native. 
He also thought it was imperative that 
there should be some State supervision of 


was 


the conditions of emplovment in the 
textile factories of India. The capital 
engaged in that industry was some- 


where about £11,000,000, operating 200 
mills with 5,000,000 spindles and 50,000 
looms. The product of those mills was 
bound to be an increasing product and 
to come into increased competition with 
goods produced at home; therefore it was 
better from the pomt of view of the 
home industry that the condition of the 
Indians who were there emploved should 
not be such as to give an unfair advan- 
tage to the mill owners. The manufacturer 
in India had the advantage over the 
manufacturer in this countrv of lower 
It was wrong that he should also 
have the advantage of long hours—in 
some cases from 5 o'clock in the morning 
until 8 in the evening—and freedom from 
the wise restraint imposed by factory 
legislation on manufacturers in this 
country. The motto of the political 
Party with which he was associated was 
—Treat the diferent parts of the Empire 
with justice and consideration and thus 
induce loyalty and contentment among 
their peoples. He begged to move the 


wages, 


Motion standing in his name. 
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*Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbizh- 
shire, W.) congratulated the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
India upon the most interesting state- 
ments he had made. He had not 
time to refer to the more important 
points, but he was glad to hear as his 
right hon. friend developed his speech 
one sentence which was full of hope, a 
sentence which had given him (Mr. 
Roberts) and those who thought with 
him on Indian matters very great 
satisfaction. In that sentence, which 
dealt with the future policy, the 
right hon. Gentleman said we had 
now reached a when it would 
be wise to advance some paces further 
towards the improvement of the Indian 
Government. He was convinced that 
the right hon. Gentleman would adhere 
to the letter and spirit of that important 
deciaration. Dealing with the particular 
Motion before the House he might 
say that this was not a new question. 
The obvious object of the suggestion 
made in the Motion was to give the 
House of Commons further opportunity 
for discussing Indian finance. In his 
of the first if not the 
essential steps in the direction of Indian 
reform to revive the interest and 
deepen the sense of responsibility of 
the British Parliament with regard to 


stage 


judgment one 


was 


the Indian Empire. As to the sugges- 
tion that the salarv of the Secretary 
of State should be borne upon the 


Estimates, as his right hon. friend knew, 
the question was not a question of 
money or of personality. It had not 
the slightest reference to the fact that 
he held this important position himself, 
It was simply a statement of policy and 


principle. He could not agree with 
the right hon. Gentleman that th 
effect of adopting this Amendmen 
would be to bring India within th: 
purview of Party politics at home 


He had always considered that Indian 
questions should be kept outside Party 
politics; at the same time he thought 
a far greater interest should be taken in 
India in the House. He would mention 
the close analogy of our self-oeoverning 
Colonies. The silary of the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies and the expense s 
of that Department were all borne on 
the Estimates. fet them contrast for 
|a moment the interest of India with 


X 
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the interest of any of our self-governing 
Colonies. The trade of India with this 
country was twice or three times 
valuable as the trade of our self-governing 
Volonies, and if they took population 
the two cases could not be compared. 
He mentioned these facts merely to 
how that if it was wise and proper that 
the salary for the Secretary -for the 
Colonies should be borne upon the Esti- 


as 


mates how much more so it was in 
the case of India’ The only thing 
was that in reg:rd to India the 


case was more urgent, because, while 
the Colonies had self - government, 
India had not. The first reform in 
this matter was to bring the mind of 


Parliament into closer touch with 
the affairs of India. Lord George 


Hamilton some years ago said that the 
only practical result of placing the Secre- 
tary of State’s salary on the Estimates 
would be that the British taxpayers 
would have to pay so many thousands 
more a year for the sake of having to 
discuss this matter. But that was not the 
question. The question was whether 
by the present arrangements they were 
doing justice to India; whether they 
were doing their duty as Members of this 
Assembly which was, after all, the ulti 
mate authority in the Government of 
ladia. The right hon. Gentleman had re- 
ferred to the necessity of improving the 
Government of India, and recognised 


that there was a new situation in 
India which had to be met. He (Mr. 
Roberts) thought the most pressing 


question at the present moment was the 
recessity of associating the people more 
closely with the government of their 
country. He thought that was the most 
pressing question—because it lay at the 
root of all other reforms. If he might 
sum up in a few words the desires and 
*spirations of the educated people of 
India, he would that what 
desired was that there should be, upon 
ine executive and legislative Councils of 
India, that Indian representation which 
would enable the Indian point of view 
to be stated in the Council of the Secre- 
tary of State,and in the executive and 
legislative bodies in India, and in his 
judgment something must be done without 
delay in this direction. They must 
remember the special circumstances of 
the position of India to-day. They must 
Mr. Verbrt Roberts. 


sav 
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recollect that the policy pursued for the 
last few years and some of the legislation 
enacted had had the effect, rightly or 
wrongly, of shaking the confidence of 
India in her desire to proceed along the 
lines always laid down by us at the outset 
of our rule in India. Then there 
was also the fact that there had been 
special difficulty in Bengal. He was not 
going into that now, but the facts in 
regard to the administration of the 
government of Bengal had aggravated 
the situation. Then there was the re- 
markable triumph of Japan, and the 
beginnings of self-government which were 
to be seen at many points in the Eastern 
world, The great danger they had to face 
was the danger lest the Party of constitu- 
tional agitation in India, by too long delay 
on the part of His Majesty’s Government 
in moving forward in the desired direction, 
should be discredited, and that forces 
should be let loose in India which might 


in the future create a_ situation of 
political danger. He did not think 
it was necessary for him to appeal 


to the Secretary of State for India to 
do all that he could to keep the heart of 
India true to British rule. The great 
thing was to convince the people of 
India that we were determined to move 
onward in the right direction. We might 
have to go slowly for many years, but so 
long as the ship of State in India moved 
in the direction of reform he for one 
was not a pessimist in the matter, for he 
believed we were, in association with the 
Indian people, destined to achieve in the 
future the great end of our government 
of India. He desired to second the 
Resolution. 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out from the word ‘that’ to the 
end of the (Question, and add the words ‘in 
view of the responsibility of Parliament in 
reference to the Government of India, and 
in order to provide for a more effective contro} 
over Indian questions, it is expedient to place 
the salary of the Secretary of State for India 
on the Estimates’—(Mr. Keir Hurdie)— 
instead thereof.” 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
(Juestion.” 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury) supported the Amendment on the 
ground that it might be the means of 
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getting the high telegraphic charges from 
England to India reduced from 2s. to Is. 
per word. Cheap and easy telegraphic 
communication with India was of immense 
importance to the trade of the country, 
and he thought that if the Amendment 
were carried the House would be able 
to carry out this reform in a short time. 
At present the charge for telegrams to 
India by 4,500 miles of land line was the 
same as the charge by cable for 10,000 
miles. The cost of cable construction to 
India was from £200 to £400 per mile, 
whereas the cost of land line construction 
was only from £25 to £40 per mile. Any- 
one with common-sense could see that 
it ought to be far cheaper to send a wire 
to India by land line than by cable. But 
what was the difficulty ? The Eastern 
Telegraph Company had made a joint 
purse with the Indo-European Land Line 
Company, and the result was the fixing 
ofa prohibitive rate for ordinary messages, 
It was possible to telegraph to the head 
of the Persian Gulf, within sight of India, 
for 63d. per word; from St. Petersburg 
to Vladivostock (a distance of 6,000 
miles) for 43d. per word ; and from here 
to Australia for 2s. 6d. a word. Some 
years ago when fighting this great battle 
of cheap telegraphic and postal com- 
munication to every part of the British 
Empire a great meeting was held in 
one of the committee rooms of this 
House. At the head of the movement 
was the hon. Member for Hythe, and 
as the result of a great deal of trouble 
on the part of his hon. friend they got 
the rate to India reduced from 4s. to 2s. 
per word. That was a great concession 
on the part of the cable company, but 
they were still not satisfied, because they 
found that the evil was so great that 
social messages to and from India were 
almost impossible. It might surprise hon. 
Members to know that out of every 200 
messages to India only one was sent for 
social reasons. If the rate to India were 
reduced to 6d.a word, by next Christmas 
at least 50,000 messages of greeting and 
goodwill would be sent from our soldiers, 
sailors, and mercantile classes to the old 
folks at home. The people here were 
subjected to these heavy penalties by a 
monopoly of cable and land line com- 
panies, and if this Amendment were 


carried the House could bring pressure, 
to bear on the Secretary of State to 
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appoint a Committee of business men 
to consider the subject. He therefore 
supported the Amendment. 
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*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) 
said that he disagreed with the Amend- 
ment and intended to vote against it. + He 
had heard with great satisfaction what the 
Secretary for India said as to the further 
employment of Indians in the public 
service, for he had always been a strong 
supporter of this policy, especially but 
not solely in respect of judicial duties. 
He sincerely hoped the action of the 
Viceroy would lead to a more extended 
employment of our very capable and 


admirable fellow-subjects in India. He 
had also listened with unmixed satis- 
faction to the statement about the 


native Princes, for he had always keenly 
felt that the restraints placed upon them 
went bevond the necessities of the case. 
Moreover, by imposing upon these native 
Princes an administration of a uniformly 
British pattern, we destroyed the indi- 
viduality, the thoroughly Indian and 
Oriental type, of the government of the 
State and impaired its most precious 
possession, its individuality. He hoped 
that the right hon. Gentleman in his 
communications with the Indian Govern- 
ment would request them to lose no 
opportunity of impressing upon the pro- 
vincial governments and officials the 
desirability of as full independence being 
riven to these Princes as was permissible 
under their treaty or other engagements. 
He submitted that this was an exceed- 
ingly important matter, and that by allow- 
ing the native Princes more latitude in 
choosing their own ministers the Govern- 
ment would be doing much to confirm 
that native loyalty which, however, hardly 
needed confirmation. The hon. Member 
for Merthyr Tydvil had described the 
public service in India as the preserve 
of the middle classes. He had heard 
the middle classes defined as those 
immediately below the person who 
used the expression. Whatever they 
were‘he could assure the House that there 


‘was no means of getting into the service in 


India except by passing the examination 
held by the Government, which was 


‘the same asthat prescribed for the Home 
/Serv.Ces. 


The hon. Member who had 
talked about the members of English 
families being pitch-forked into the 

x 2 sein 
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Government service in India, spoke | Estimates, but, to give the House a 


entirely without knowledge. Then the 
hon. Member for Merthyr Tydvil had 
referred to the death-rate of India. It 
was, allowing for the difference in this 
behalf between East and West, a good 
rate, and, as one might say, very 
much the same as that of Lomdon. 
If there was in appearance a slightly 
progressive death-rate, it was because 
there was no registration in past times, 


and registration was improving every | 


vear. The hon. Member had spoke. of the 
increase of famine. That was contrary 
to the fact. It was not understood that 
the large numbers returned as in receipt 
of famine relief were people not suffering, 
but saved from, famine. In the height 
of the greatest famine there was in receipt 
of outdoor relief a smaller proportion of 
the population than the normal propor- 
tion in this country. It was _ painful 
and deplorable that, while the Govern- 
ment were fighting against natural forces 
with extraordinary success, their very 


success should, through a misapprehen- | 


sion of the import of the figures, be made 
a reproach to them. Unless hon. Mem- 


bers believed that the Blue-books and 
Reports were mere concoctions, they 
must believe that the finances of the 


Government of India had been eminently 
successful. 
said in the House that the Finances of 
India were better managed, and ina better 
condition than those in England. The 
long list of Amendments on the Paper 
would lead one to believe that the House 
was dealing, not with the Government of 
India, but with the Government of the 
Congo. One hon. Member hac said that 
no Government could be good which was 
not self-governing. That might be excel- 
lent asa principle, but the history of the 
world supported exactly the opposite 
doctrine. Only a small portion of the 
world was self-governing, and in dealing 
with administrative matters there was 
some advantage in dealing with them 
from a practical and not from an ideal 
point of view. 


chance, arranged for a day’s discussion. 
He felt sure, however, that the accept- 
this Motion would 


ance of mean 
that England would have to pay 


a large sum for the support of the 





India Office, and it would only 
give them in the end exactly that 


one day for discussing Indian affairs 
which they now had. The British 
taxpayer would be a little more out of 
pocket, and that would be the net 


‘result; it would not give the House even 


an extra five minutes for the discussion of 
the affairs of India. He objected how- 
ever to this Motion because of the ex- 


‘ceeding great danger of bringing Indian 


affairs into English Party politics. Of 
late a strong effort had been made to 
represent the Liberal Party as the Party 


‘chiefly interested in India, and Members 


Indeed Lord St. Aldwyn had | 


He was not at all sure | 


that the placing of the salary of the | 


Secretary of State for India upon the 
Estimates would at all improve matters, 
for they got an opportunity for ciscuss- 


ing Indian affairs now because of an | 
arrangement made by the India Office, | from Bengal only. 


which was not bound to discuss the 


Mr. Lees. 


of that Party, and of a section of that 
| Party, as those specially, if not exclusively, 
interested in India. Any such theory 
must be as fatal to the Liberal Party as 
to India. When the opium question was 
being discussed the hon. Member for 
Nottingham East, under the influence of 
that *‘ drowsy syrup of the East,” seemed 
to have dreamed adream. He undertook 
to tell the House what the multitudinous 
inhabitants of India and China thought 
of the opium question. He dreamed 
that he was Member, not for “ Notting- 
ham East,” but for “ Nottingham and 
the East.” The hon. Member had said, 
as The Times recorded, that the people 
of India “were trembling with expecta- 
tion of what this new Parliament would 
do for the realisation of their wishes.” 
That was the sort of thing against 
which he protested as fatal to our rule 
in India. How was the Government 
of India to be carried on if it were 
accepted that a change of Ministers in 
this country involved a change in the 
policy of the Viceroy and all the officials 
in India? It was Lord Cross, a Con- 
servative Minister, who gave the very 
reform on which the Secretary of State 
was building to-day! Our statesmen 
hitherto had been too patriotic and 
;too honourable to treat India as the 
plaything of Party. All the opinions 
which had been given to the House as 
|opinions of the people of India came 
He had no par- 
‘ticular objection to Bengal opinion, but 
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the other races in India had. They 
would not stand the domination of 
Bengal. They described it as the pre- 
ference of the men of faction to the 
men of action; of the writers to the 
tighters. 
india, and there was no such people as 
“the Indians.” The fact was not grasped 
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[here was no one country, | 
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'highly prejudicial to the legitimate 
aspirations of moderate and loyal Indians. 
He was bound to say that those who 
made such statements misrepresented the 
actual facts of the case. For instance, 
Mr. Gokhale had recently said that the 


Revenue Accounts. 


| welfare of India was subordinated to the 


here that representative institutions had | 


never been desired by the inhabitants 


of India. Such a system would be | 
regarded by them as putting the 


masses under the heel of the educated | 4 
| Sal¢ 


classes. There was no proof that any 
of the things asked for were desired. 


Only one man in ten in India could read, | 


and only one woman in 144 could read, 


and under those circumstances what 


colossal audacity it was for anyone to | 


get up and say in this House that he 
represented “the people of India.” Some 
150 hon. Members were stated 
Indian Press to have determined to free 
India from oppression, under which it 
seemed she laboured, and particularly to 
redress the grievance of the division of 
Bengal. He had seen Bengal treated as 
if any particular Committee was competent 
to carve it into pieces at pleasure. 
Were they to take no account of 
the opinion of the Government of India in 
that matter, and give them no chance of 


in the | 


dealing with such difficult questions as | 


that 2 
discounted and accusations not taken too 


Party agitation in England was | 


literally when made against political | 


opponents, but that fact was not under- 
stood in India. He would quote a short 
statement by one of the greatest Indian 
statesmen. Sir T. Madhava Row said— 


“The longer one lives, ovserves and thinks, | 


the more deeply does he feel that there is no 


| letter says :—‘I hear that 150 M.P.s. 


selfish interests of Europeans. He doubted 
whether that gentleman himself believed 


the statement. He regarded it as a 
little rhetorical flourish, but when 


retired members of the Indian Civil Ser- 
vice wrote from London out to India and 
“ Agitate,’ how did their case 
stand? These gentlemen were cer- 
tainly not entitled to indulge in rhetorical 
flourishes at the expense of their fellow- 
countrymen. An Indian stockbroker, 
Mr. Shapurji Braocha, a very able man, 
had recently made a speech showing 
that in the opinion of bankers, merchants, 
and tradesmen India was _ rapidiv 
advancing in prosperity; that such 
poverty as existed was a result of the 
thousands of years which preceded British 
rule, and that such unrest as existed was 
to be accounted for by the growing viru 
lence and violence of congress literature. 
During the South African War a good 
deal was heard about the manipulation 
of the Press, but he would read some- 
thing which appeared to him to show 
that the manipulation of the Press was 
not confined to South Africa. The 
following appeared in an Indian paper :— 


“The writer of the Daily News’ London 
have 
joined the new Indian Committee, this is 
very gratifying. The Indian question is be- 
coming extremely grave, and a strong policy 
is needed to restore confidence in British 
|administration. This can only come from 
an interested and instructed sentiment in 
| Parliament.’ ” 


community on the face of the earth which | 


sutters less from political evils and more from 
self-inflicted or self-aceepted or self-created 
and, therefore, avoidable evils, than the 
Hindu community.” 

This 


is what an ex-Minister ‘of two 


great native states thought of the oppres- | 


sive Government of India. It was 
perfectly true that when hon. gentle- 
man like Messrs. Gokhale and Dutt 
came over here their speeches were 
most moderate and admirable, but it 
must be remembered that their modera- 
tion was not to be taken as typical of 
what was said in India. The statements 
made there with regard to British rule 
were deplorable, and he believed were 


Was all confidence in England lost in 
India, and where and what was the proof 
of the allegation ? Then were those who 
set out to represent Bengal duly 
accredited’? The following paragraph 
was from one of the chief native papers in 
Bengal— 

‘We are, of course, deeply grateful to Sir 
Henry Cotton and other friends for all that 
they have done in this connection; but, we 
trust, they made it quite plain that the 
movement in Parliament was initiated without 

the knowledge of the leaders in Bengal. 
| That this was really the case would appear 
| from a suggestion of Sir Henry. It was to 
| the effect that Assam should be included 
in Bengal, and a new province ereated west- 
ward with a capital at Patna. It may be 
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remembered that, when Sir Henry Cotton 
suggested something like this at the Calcutta 
Town Hall meeting it was objected to. As 
a matter of fact, there is a vast number of 
people in Bengal and Behar who are very 
much opposed to the separation of Behar 


from Bengal. We submit, therefore, that 
se bid . . 

Sir Henry might have avoided such a 
proposal.” 


Again, when this anti-partition move- 
ment was regarded as so very serious as 
to be shaking India at the present 
moment, he would like to read a paragraph 
from one of the chief Bengali papers in 
regard to the arrest of Sarendra Nath 
Baunerjee, the editor of the Benguli. The 
editor of the Putriku was not arrested and 
the Patriku writes— 

“ Now, this is selfish on the part of Babu 

‘Surendranath. When they had all gone 
prepared to enter jail he had no right selfishly 
to go alone and take all the glory to himselt. 
Indeed, is it possible that he bribed the police 
to arrest him alone? Or else why, when 
Bahu Mati Lal Ghose and others oftered 
themselves to be similarly arrested, the Police 
in a most partial manner, refused to do it 
and deprived others a share in the glory !” 

Babu Mati Lal was the editor of the 
Patrika, He really thought that was 
enough on the partition of Bengal. He 
did not dispute the fact that the educated 
and richer classes regretted very much to 
be cut off from Calcutta, and he 
sympathised with them, but there were 
many things to be said on the other side, 
such as the necessity for developing Assam 
and Chittagong and the Assam Railway, 

and giving the whole attention of a 
Lieutenant-Governor. Passing to another 
subject, there was very great need that the 
Government of India should take steps 
to increase the supply of well-packed, 
unadulterated cotton, because one of the 
greatest of our industries here at home 
depended upon it, and there was an 
intimate connection between the pros- 
perity of India and the prosperity 
of England. He wished to bring home 
to hon. Members the fact that we 
should be infinite losers by any distur- 
bance of the trade in India. Other new 
fields for cotton were proving rather a 
disappointment and it would suit us 
better to get our raw material from India 
than from other quarters. He was well 
aware that the Government of India 
had devoted and was devoting much 
attention to the subject. He wished 
to ask the Secretary of State to use his 
influence with the Secretary for the 
Colonies to see that the duty which 


Mr. Rees. 
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kept Indian tea out of Ceylon should be 


abated. He expressed his profound 
disagreement with the hon. Member for 
Tvneside, who had said that as Russia was 
wiped out we might take no account of 
that in connection with 


country our 
Army arrangements in India. We had 


to count with a disturbed and distracted 
Russia, and war abroad and adventure 
were not incompatible with revolution 


at home. He hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would kindly bring pres- 
sure to bear on the Colonial Office 
in regard to the inequalities under 


which British Indian subjects suffered in 
the Transvaal and South Africa in 
general. The conduct of the British 
Indian subjects in South Africa, both 
during the war and after, had been most 
admirable ; and, although they had been 
treated most injuriously, they had none 
the less just now offered to assist in 
putting down the rebellion in Natal, 
with men, and with money. That con- 
stituted an additional claim to sympa- 
thetic consideration at the hands of 
the Colonial Office. He knew, however, 
the difficulties with which this subject 
bristled, and no more wished to see our 
South African Colonies coerced from 
home than he wished to see India 
governed by alternate parties in the 
British Parhament. 


*VMr, J. M. ROBERTSON (Northum- 
berland, Tyneside) said he need hardly 
assure the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary for India that any criticism 
which he would make had no personal 
application. He only wished to express 
the principles which he held. He re- 
gretted that the right hon. Gentlemar 
had opposed the Amendment before th: 
House. If the right hon. Gentleman 
was a servant of the Indian Government, 
why was he in this House ? If he was a 
servant of England, why did not England 
pay his salary? The principle of this 
matter had been settled long ago. The 
salary of the Secretary for the Colonies 
had been paid by England simply 
because the Colonies would not pay it, 
and the salary of the Secretary for 
India was put upon India simply becaus> 
we knew we could make India pay 
it. The position of the right hon. 
Gentleman was entirely anomalous, be- 
cause he ought to be under the contre] of 
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this House, and that was one of the| further military expenditure. He agreed 
reasous why he and his friends supported] that:in many respects the productive 
the Amendment, which had been opposed! expenditure of India was well laid out, 
by the hon. Member for the Montgomery! but much of it could be carried on from 


Boroughs who so amiably represented 
Toryism on the Liberal benches! 


a rose-coloured picture of the condition 
of India, and had _ presented 


received from the State railways, canals, 
and forests. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man did not deal with the high death rate. 
which had risen steadily for twenty 
years, was still thirty-two per 1,000, and 
in some rural districts much higher. 
Then there was the other question that 
the crop area was decreasing. and that 
the yield per acre was also decreasing. 
This had been repeatedly affirmed by Mr. 
(rokhale in the Budget discussions of 
the Viceroy’s Council, and had not been 
denied. These facts pointed to decad- 
ence, which, if not arrested, would 
certainly partake of the nature of ruin 
before many years were over. There 
hal been a boast about irrigation, 
but those acquainted with the facts 
were aware that the British Govern- 
ment had for more than 100 years 
allowed the ancient irrigation tanks to go 
to ruin. Only within the last twenty 
years had the Indian Government, with 
all their immense scientific resources, 
advanced seriously upon the irrigation 
works of the old native Princes. Then 
the taxation of India was unduly heavy. 
The salt tax was still 1,200 per cent. 
of the cost price. That was a blemish 
on British finance and administration. 
The fright hon. Gentleman had called 
attention to the figures as to exports and 
imports. But surely the right hon. 


Gentleman admitted that the wealth 
of a country was to be measured 
more by its imports than by its) 


exports; and the figures showed an 
enormous annual drain of the wealth 
of India. The imports 
£40,000,000 below the exports. His right 
hon. friend had said that the finances of 
India were well managed. He begged 
respectfully to contradict that 
position, The surpluses of revenue over 


expenditure were used, not so much to) 


promote the welfare of the people and to 
better their condition, as to prepare for 


were still) 


borrowed money in such a way that the 


The| total pressure of the system on the 
right hon. Gentleman had given the House | 


people would be greatly lessened, and 


'the surpluses should be directed, not 
figures | 
and statistics to shew that there had’ 
been an improvement in the! revenue | 


to further military expansion, but 
to relieving the people from the 
burdens which pressed upon them. At 
the present time the sums spent upon 
education in India were derisorily in- 
sufficient and were not well applied. 
[ft the Government could not show that 
they were improving the minds or 
keeping in good health the bodies of 
the people of India their policy was 
not justified. His hon. friend the 
Member for Montgomery Burghs had 
misquoted him in regard to Russia. He 
had never said that Russia was wiped 
out, but Russia, as a foe to us in India, 
was not seriously to be considered for a 
number of years to come, vet it was at 
this very moment that the Government 
of India proposed an enormous increase 
of military expenditure. He regretted 
that, in dealing with the aspirations 
of the people of India for a_ larger 
measure of government, the Secretary 
of State thought it necessary to utter 
language of contempt with regard to 


claims that had never been made, 
and did not address’ himseli to 
the proposals that had been made. 


We were accustomed to boast of the 
great things that we, a great European 
Power, had done in governing the 
peoples of India. Would the gentlemen 
at the India Office compare our govern- 
ment of India with the government of 
China ?—That was a fair test. In China, 
the land tax, drawn from a far larger 
population, was considerably smaller 


‘than the amount that was drawn from 


the population of India, and the salt tax 
until the other day, pressed much less 
heavily on the people of China than did 
the same tax on the people of India. If 
we could not show that we governed 
India better than the Chinese governed 


| China, the period of boasting might end 
pro- | 


until we had done something « more 
worthy of it. 


Str HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.) thought the speech to which the 
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House had just listened, able as it was, 
had fully answered the remark of his 
right hon. friend that during the course 
of the debate the pessimistic view of the 
Government of India would be brought 
fully before the House. He thought his 
hon. friend had made the most pessimistic 
speech he had ever heard in that House 
on Indian affairs, and he did not think 
the evidence which he produced in sup- 
port of his allegations and beliefs was 
justified by the facts. He should like 


to correct one or two errors with refer- | 


ence to both the finance and the govern- 
ment of India. 
the taxation ? His hon. friend had spoken 
of India as the most overtaxed country in 
the world, and of the people being ground 
down to the verge of ruin by this heavy 
taxation. The present Administration 
were not called upon to defend the action 
of the late Government ; but he was bound 
to sav—and he said it with the greatest 
possible — pleasure—that taxation in 


India during the past few years had | 


been constantly decreasing. At 


moment the taxation was less than ever 


it was before, and it bore less oppres- | 
sively on the people than the taxation | 


of any other country ot which, they could 


obtain any record or statistics. He 
would go still further, and sav that 
there was no Government in the world 
which had tried to do more for the 
great population committed to its charge | 
than the British Government had in 
India. He thought the House should 
know the facts in reference to the 
position of his right hon. friend at the 
India Office. It had been represented 


again and again that the Secretary of 
State was a mere tool, that he had no 
independence of his own, that he had 


no power, and that he was entirely | 


under the control of the Government 
of India. He would recommend those 
who held that view to devote the first 
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this | 
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because of the enormous power 


| was 
_and responsibility of the office, which was 
|the virtual appointment of a majority 
of this House, that he had always been 
| very anxious to keep the Government 
of India, as far as possible, out of the 
}arena of Party politics. What was the 
| the taxation of India? He admitted 
| that the salt tax was an oppressive tax, 
| He had on many occasions advocated 
its total abolition. He did not think a 
' tax on the prime necessity of life was a 
tax which, as the noble Lord opposite 
/seemed to think, should be kept in re- 
serve, like the income-tax here, for some 
| special emergency, though he knew 
| that that was an opinion held by a great 
| many authorities on Indian finance. But 
| what had been our experience / The 
| salt tax had been reduced three times, 
‘and it was now, as his right hon. friend 
| had stated in answer to Question, 
equivalent to a farthing per pound of 


| salt. 
| 


a 
< 


| *Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON : 1,200 per 
cent. of its value. 
| Str HENRY FOWLER said that was 
| an interesting arithmetical calculation, but 
what was more important was the actual 
‘amount. What was the annual pressure 
'on the Indian taxpayer? The taxation 
|on the people of India last year was 
Is. 103d. per head per annum. Was there 
}any man who could point to a country 
| where the taxation per head was less 


i than that ? 


| 


Me. J. M. ROBERTSON : 
land tax ? 


Does that 
| include the 
| Sir HENRY FOWLER : 
‘land tax. 


| 
| 


There is no 


Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.): 


five minutes they had to spare to reading | Oh ! 


the Act on which the Government of India 
was based. 
power of the Secretary of State, except 
in finance, was supreme and final; that 
where he and his Council differed his 


voice prevailed over the whole Council; | 


that Where he and the Indian Govern- 
ment differed, the voice of the Secretary 
of State prevailed over the Government 
of India and over the Viceroy. And it 


Sir Il nr) Fouler, 


They would find that the | 


| 

Stir HENRY FOWLER repeated that 
i there was no land tax. He would 
| recommend the hon. Member to read 
| John Stuart Mill and Mr. Fawcett. The 
| land revenue stood on precisely the 
| same footing as the rent of land in this 
| country. In +he® constitution »f India 
for centuries the land hed belonged ts 
the Crown. 























613 East India 
Mr. KEIR HARDIE said he under- 


stood the Secretary for India to say 
that the taxation was 3s. 6d. per head. 


Sr HENRY FOWLER said that 
was including the land revenue. The 
taxation of India was Is. 10d.; it had 


nothing to do with the land revenue. 
Lord Cornwallis, when Governor-General 
of India, believed it would be a great ad- 
vantage to the Government of India to 
create landed aristocracy similar to 
that in this country, and he therefore 
created settlement by which rents 
were fixed in perpetuity. That, of 
course, created sub-tenants, sub-owner- 
ships, and a class of peasant occupants 
who were not proprietors of the land. 
Legislation had to be dealt with to try 
and remedy the evils of the Cornwallis 
settlement. The net loss to the people 
of India by the Bengal settlement was 
now estimated at many millions. But 
the present tenure of land in India, 
excluding Bengal, was a just tenure. 
The rents were fixed once in thirty 
vears. having regard to the intrinsic 
value of the soil and the value of the 


a 


products of the soil, and a very small | 


proportion was charged upon the land. 
That could not be called taxation 
any shape or form: it resembled the 
relation of landlord and tenant. In one 
respect it was unique, that when bad 
times came there were annual remissions 
of those rents. It was by the addition 
of this rent that the figure of 5s. 5d. in 
the £ was arrived at. The test which 
had been applied with reference to the 
progress or deterioration of India was 
a mere supposition. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
The death-rate.] He thought they had 
heard enough about the death-rate to 
show the utter inadequacy of the argu- 


ment. There were plagues and wild 
beasts in India, and other causes of 
death which did not exist here. On the 


statistics we had now we might rely to 
some extent, but not on those of twenty 
or thirty years ago. But we could com- 
pare the Government and administra- 
tion of India under the rule of Great 
Britain with what it was before British 
rule prevailed, and we had reason to con- 
gratulate ourselves on that comparison. 
Not in 150 years, but in a much shorter 
time, since the day when Burke suggested 
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rule were wiped out, there would not be 
a trace left behind of any great work 
performed in the interests of the people, 
we had laboured in India and raised there 
one of the brightest monuments of Eng- 
lish rule in any part of the world. The 
hon. Member for Tyneside had spoken of 
the people as if they were one nation; 
he might as well talk of Europe as 
one nation. 


Revenue Accounts. 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON said _ he hed 
spoken of India as composed of many 
peoples, but had said that it was unwise 
to set one against the other. 


Str HENRY FOWLER said that that 
had never been done. They must remem- 
ber that in India they could not have 
that unity and similarity which existed in 
all the other great Empires in the world 
—there were fifty different languages 
in India, many different races, religions. 
creeds, and standards of social and_po- 
litical life. The hon. Gentleman seemed to 
think it was a very awful thing to imply toe 
that the Bengali wer e not as good soldiers 
as the Sikhs. He was reminded of the 
saying of a great Indian Rajah with 
reference to this difference, which the 
Rajah thought the British people did 
not fully understand. He — said :— 
“ British rule perhaps, Bengali never.’’ 
As to the feeling between the different 
races of India, they knew what that 
would be if there was any relaxation 
of the pax Britannica. It was the 
power of England which really kept 
India together in peace, promoted its 
prosperity,developed its industries, taught 
the great moral truths, justice, and 
equality before the law, and was gradually 
raising the rank of women in India 
to an extent which they would find 
it very difficult to parallel in the history 
of any nation of the world in ancient 
or modern times. The hon. Member 
for Merthyr had alluded tothe condition 
of our Indian railways. Where had 
the money come from for that great 
system of railways in India? To a 
great extent it had been English money. 
There was no heavy drain of Indian 
resources, the drain was on English 
capital, by which the railways had been 
constructed, and that having been done 
under our management, there was a 


in a celebrated passage that if English! net gain to the people of India of over 
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£2,000,000 a year, and this revenue was 
daily increasing. On the Amendment 
before the House they were told that to 
place the salary of the Secretary of 
State on the Estimates would give a 
greater opportunity for the discussion 
of Indian affairs—not for asking questions, 
that was fully in force at present. How 
and when would this opportunity be 
given? At this moment the House 
was over-burdened, it could not deal 
with what it had on its shoulders. They 
had not yet discussed the Votes for 
the Board of Trade or the Treasury. 
Unless there was a complete change in 
the character and procedure of this 
House which had never yet been con- 
how it to undertake 


templated, was te 
to manage India? If they sat every 


day for a year thev could not do 
the work. They had a most effective 
Parliamentary control over questions 
of principle, which was outside Party 
politics. He knew of no questions 
that were more fully and ably discussed 
in the House than large questions 
of Indian policy. His right hon. 
friend had made a most eloquent 
and admirable speech, but when 
it was that these matters 
could be better discussed if the salary 
of the Secretary of State was put upon 
the Estimates he said that that was not 
true, because whenever great questions 
of policy had arisen in this House it had 
always been able to discuss them, and 
he knew of no questions that were more 
fully and ably discussed in the House 
than large questions of Indian _ policy. 
But the House refused to interest itself 
in petty Indian squabbles, which might 
very well be left for settlement outside. 
There must be some devolution, and when 
he knew what the Government of India 


contended 
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was, that in India the Viceroy had a 
Cabinet with great statesmen in control of 
every department—finance, agriculture, 
foreign affairs and political affairs—and 
when he knew that at home there was a 
Conncil composed of the men who had 
spent the greater portion of their lives in 
India, and who continued to give their 
‘time and ability to the impartial con- 
|sideration of its affairs, he was the more 
isatisfied and the more convinced that 
\a better and more efficient system could 
inot be devised. There was another 
reason why he was opposed to the Amend- 
ment. He dreaded the introduction 
of Party politics into Indian affairs. He 
believed a strong Opposition, whether 
composed of Liberals or hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, would always, if they could 
do it, strike a popular Minister down. 
|But the House had always agreed to 
| keep Indian affairs outside the con- 
itroversies of Party. He remembered 
lin his own experience that when a great 
\Indian question had arisen, when the 
existence of the Government was 
ithreatened, when the Government was 
‘told even by their sanguine Whip that 
‘they would be defeated in the Lobbies, 
‘the Party in Opposition, though by no 
|means anxious to keep the Government 
lin office, rose to the occasion aud made 
ithe interests of India supreme. He 
\hoped the House would continue to 
ikeep Indian questions still outside the 
|Party arena, and still regard the benefit 
‘of the people of India and the progress 
‘of India as the sole considerations to 
guide it in its decisions on Indian affairs. 
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Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 
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Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, CH(Sussex, E. Grinst’d 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North} | 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin <A. 
Cowan, W. H. 
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Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth 
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Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
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Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 
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Fell, Arthur 
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Laidlaw, Robert 


sarnes, G. N. 

Boland, John 

Bottomley, Horatio 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burt, Rt.Hon. Thomas 
Byles, William Pollard 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 
Crean, Eugene 
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Dalziel, James Henry 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
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Duffy, William J. 
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Fenwick, Charles 
Flynn, James Christopher 
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Glover, Thomas 
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Gulland, John W. 
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Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 
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White, J. D. (Dum bartonshire) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
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Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Nolan, Joseph 

O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’ Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O’ Dowd, John 
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Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Stanger, H. Y. 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Sutherland, J. E. 
Thorne, William 
Verney, F. W. 
Wardle, George J. 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras,S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Young, Samuel 
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Main Question again proposed, “ That 
Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair.” 


Str ©. SCHWANN (Manchester, 
N.) said though they had just been to a 
division he might be allowed to allude 
to a question that had been before the 
House previously. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said he did not think 
the hon. Gentleman was entitled to go 
back to that. The object of the division 
had been to free the debate for the dis- 
cussion of other matters. 


Srr C. SCHWANN said in that 
case he would refer only to the question 
of education. The Secretary of State 
tor India, he thought, would allow that 
the progress of elementary education 
in India was really a failure and one of 
which the Government of India must 
teel heartily ashamed. The House had 
been accustomed to a consistent and per- 
sistent non possumus from the Treasury 
Bench in regard to matters relating to 
India, but his right hon. friend the Mem- 
her for Montrose was influenced by a 
new spirit. The spirit which animated 
his right hon. friend the Member for 
Wolverhampton was totally changed. 
During the time that the right hon. 
Member for Wolverhampton occupied the 
position of Secretary of State for India 
he gave them no amelioration of any 
kind, but since the right hon. Member for 
Montrose had been at the India Office 
he had—no doubt by using arguments 
to the Viceroy—increased the representa- 
tion of the native element on the Council. 
During the whole period that the right 
hon. Member for Wolverhampton was 
in office there was little or no advance, 
but now progress was easier and they 
seemed to be at the beginning of better 
times. The question of education was 
one in which the right hon. Member took 
a deep interest, and he was likely to do 
what he could to improve elementary 
education in India. With a _ view 
of impressing upon the right hon. 
Gentleman the necessity of causing 
considerable changes to be made, he 
would give some details as to the position 
of primary schools in India. According 
to the Government instructions the aim 
of the primary teaching in India was to 
impart reading and writing and such 
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elementary knowledge as would enable 


_a person to look after his own interest. 


| That did not seem to be a very high air, 


though no doubt it was sufficiently high 


for the necessities of the case, and. if 
achieved, would be an enormous step in 
advance. The latest statistics for 1905 
showed that there was only one school in 
every five villages, while the education 
given was ofa very rudimentary and poo: 
class. There were 97,700 primary schools 
for boys and 8,000 for girls, and the 
scholars attending were 3,000,000 boys 
and 500,000 girls, or 3,500,000 out of a 
population of school age of 35,000,000. 
or one in ten. That was a highly un- 
desirable state of affairs and one that 
ought not to be allowed to continue. 
There was also a deficiency of secondary 
schools. the number being 5,000 for boys 
and 500 for girls, while the scholars 
attending them were 600.000 boys and 
48,000 girls. There was no reason why an 
effort should not be made to cause by 
various means a larger number of girls 
to receive education which would relieve 
the monotony of their lives end give them 
a wider outlook and larger resources, 
The colleges were also few in number. 
there being only 156 for voung men and 
twelve for girls; there were forty-five pro- 
fessional colleges for medical, legal, and 
engineering students. The scholars in 
the art colleges numbered 18,400 young 
men, and 200 women, and in the pro- 


fessional colleges there were — 6,000 
young men and_ only — eighty-one 
women. He trusted that a con- 


siderable improvement would be made 
along the educational line in India. 
Elementary education at least should be 
free and compulsory. When he said 
“compulsory ” he did not suggest thet 
that could be brought about all at once. 
The yearly expenditure on primary 
schools in India was only £700,000, and 
deducting £40,000 for the native States, 
there was only £660,000 for the whole of 
British India. That sur> was obtained 


thus: from the State £90,000, from 
local boards and municipal funds 


£270,000, from fees, £200,000, and from 
subscriptions £100,000. As only £200,000 
was provided by fees paid by pupils it 
did not seem possible for the Govern- 
ment of India to make the educa- 
tion free at once, especially as it would 
mean £2,000,000 if all the fees were paid. 
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Nobody could expect the Government 
to undertake the gigantic task of making 
education compulsory all over India, but 
he suggested that it might be possible 
as an experiment to apply the principle 
to the three Presidency towns, Bombay, 


Caleutta, and Madras. Such an ex- 
periment would not be costly. The 
education could best be worked 
through the municipalities, on which 
bodies there were many — gentle- 


men of Indian birth who would be able 
to introduce any changes with much 
more delicacy in relation to caste than 
would probably be done by an English 
Governor. After three years it might be 
possible to extent this compulsory 
svstem to the smaller cities such as 
Lahore, Poona, and Allahabad. He 
hoped that the Government would 
give some promise that they meant 
to make serious attempt to 
improve elementary education in India. 
He could not imagine that the 
Liberal principles which had always 
been professed by the Secretary and 
the Under-Secretary for India would 
allow such an important subject to 
be neglected. He apologised to the 
House for raising the education ques- 
tion again, because they had heard so 
much of it during the last six weeks, 
and it did rather hard that 
he should again refer to it. In 
Baroda the officials for the last twenty 
years had been pushing education for- 
ward, and in that State they had im- 
enormously their education 
methods. There the expenditure was 
5} annas per head as against 2 annas per 
head for India. He hoped the Secretary 
of State for India would take his courage 
in both hands in regard to the reforms 
he had mentioned, and he could assure 
him that if he did so he would find a 
large number of supporters in the House 
of Commons. He agreed with Burke 
that Members of Parliament should be 
jealous of executive power, and that 
was why he was so anxious that the affairs 
of India should be brought prominently 
before the House of Commons. He did not 
kaiow why India should be the one sacred 
topic upon which no Englishman should 
be allowed to form an opinion, or why they 
should hand over the affairs of India 
to Anglo-Indian officials who came 
back from India with prejudices against 
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their owncountry. It was their bounden 
duty to get all the information about 
India that they could obtain. He 
would advise hon. Members to pay a 
visit to India, because there were many 
questions which were easy to grasp 
and understand from investigations on 
the spot. He trusted that they were not 
going to have a Commission sent out 
like that which was sent to South 
Africa. Hon. Members themselves 
should form a Commission to go and see 
the conditions and the difficulties of 
indian administration for themselves. 
He hoped that in the near future they 
should see an enormous advance made in 
the progress of the people of India, who 
were our fellow subjects, and upon whose 
affairs they ought to spend as much time 
as they could spare and devote to them 
the very best energies an: intellectual 
power which this House could provide. 


*Str W. EVANS-GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) congratulated the 
Secretary of State on the manner and the 
contents of his admirable speech. Re- 
ference had been made to the new spirit 
that was arising in India and the need 
for facing the change. Personaliy he had 
watched the administration of india for 
thirty years, and for more than twenty 
he had served in military and civil 
capacities there. During that time he 
had seen how the administration of 
India was modified in accordance with 
the social and political changes that 
were taking place in the country. The 
evolution in all branches of the Govern- 
ment of India had been coneurrent 
with the political and social evolution 
which had taken place. The Secretary 
for India had referred in the concluding 
portion of his speech to the proclama- 
tion issued by Queen Victoria after 
the Mutiny, and made special refer- 
ence to the qualifying words which 
that proclamation contained. The right 


hon. Gentleman said he did not 
believe that those who issued that 
proclamation ever intended the qualify ing 
words to be used in a narrow sense. 
Well, he did not believe they had 


been construed in a narrow. sense, 
but that they had been freely antl 
fairly interpreted by the Government 
of India. Everything the Secretary 
of State for India had told the House 
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with regard to the Budget and the 
welfare of India generally went to 
prove the truth of that statement. 
He condemned what he described as 
the deplorable speeches made by some 
hon. Members that afternoon. To him, 
at any rate, it was deplorable to hear the 
monument of good government, energy, 
skill, patience, and freedom in India 
decried and defamed by hon. Members. 
It had been compared with China, and the 
death-rate had been fastened upon as an 
illustration of defective government. 
But the death-rate for all India was only 
32°86 per 1,000, while Calcutta, with a 
death-rate of 30 per 1,000, compared 
favourably with Liverpool’s 22 per 1,000. 
Considering the physical vicissitudes 
undergone by the people, he maintained 
that this was a marvellous record of good 
management and a complete refutation of 
the monstrous allegations that the Govern- 
ment of India was in some way re- 
sponsible for this mortality. 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON said that the 
proposition was that the death-rate over 
a number of years had been rising. 


*Sir W. EVANS-GORDON said that the 
death-rate in a country like India, sub- 
ject to such visitations as plague and 
cholera and famine, must fluctuate. 
He maintained that the figures he had 
quoted were a complete refutation of 
what the hon. Member had told the 
House. What was the general burden 
of the complaint made against the 
Government of India to-day? Firstly 
that India was drained in exports and 
home charges; that the people were over- 
taxed and unnecessarily taxed; that the 
Government was oppressive and that it 
impoverished the people; and, finally, 
that the people were not allowed a suffi- 
cient share in the government of the 
country. Great capital was made of 
the excess of exports over imports, but 
he. thought the Secretary of State 
had dealt with that in a most satis- 
factory way. This was called a drain 
on India. A more amazing doctrine 
never was brought forward. In a letter 
to Mr. Brodrick dated 23rd October, 
1903, Lord Curzon, referring to exports, 
said— 

* India isa debtor country. Her net obliga- 
tions are approximately 16,000,000 sterling per 

Sir W. Evans-Gordon. 
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annum. 
is payable in a currency different from that 
in which her revenues are collected. The only 
means consistent with national solvency of 
discharging this obligation lies in the preserva- 
tion of an equivalent excess of exports over 
imports ; in other words in maint: lining a 
sufficiently favourable balance of trade. It 
is, therefore, a vital object with us to stimulate 
our exports by every means in our power.” 


Of course it was vital to stimulate 
her exports. India paid in that way for 
the enormous benefits received from this 
country. The money borrowed from 
us for the building of railwavs, irrigation 
and other productive works, represented 
£154,000,000 sterling. The net obliga- 
tion of India was, according to Lord 
Curzon, £16,000,000. He believed the so- 
called Nations] Congress put the net 
obligation at £30,000,000. He had never 
been able to discover how that was 
arrived at, but for the sake of argument 
he would take £30,000,000 as the correct 
figure. Let them see how that worked 
out as a burden on the Indian peopl>. 
Multiplied by fifteen, £50,000,000 made 
450,000,000 of rupees. That made 14 
rupees per year per head, which was equal 
to two annas, or 2d. per month. This 
was what was called bleeding India, 
and overtaxing her people. He cor- 
dially agreed with what was said by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Wolverhampton, that there was no 
other country in the world so lightly 
taxed. Moreover, at no period of her 
history had India been so lightly taxed 
as she was to-day. He did not deny 
that India was poor, but to say that 
our government impoverished the country 
was the most monstrous and absurd 
statement that had ever been put forward 


in any assembly. And yet it had been 
put forward again and again in this 
House, he was ashamed to say. It 


had also been asserted in the native 


Press, and by natives who ought to 
know, and who did know, that the 


allegation was absolutely without founda- 
tion. The statement which the right 


hon. Gentleman had made to-day 
completely destroyed that allegation. 


The Budget showed that in every branch, 
and by every test that could be applied, 
the prosperity of India was on the 
increase, and that in spite of a remission 
of revenue amounting to £500,000 in 
one year, the land revenue showed 
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a steady rise. This proved that more 
and more land was being brought under 
cultivation, and that its productive 
powers were on the increase. What 
was the alleged burden cast upon India 
by the Army? There was a good 
deal in what the right hon. Gentleman 
said with regard to the increase of 
pay to the troops thrust upon India 
without her having any voice in the 


matter. Something might be said 
as to the injustice of that, and 
he for one would be glad to hear 
the matter discussed. If we decided 


that we had no business to place that 
portion of the burden on India, he 
would heartily support a policy which 
would remove it. There were 76,000 
British troops in India, or one to 
every 4.000 natives. For that the 
people of India got peace and 
security, the pax Britannica which 
had never existed in the country before. 
Every Indian would admit that if the 
troops were removed, the various peoples 
would be at one another’s throats in 
a few davs or even hours. It was 
unfair to say that the Army was cast- 
ing an undue burden upon them. If British 
troops were removed, he should like to 


know what would become ot the 
Indian Congress and malcontents. 
There would not be very much left 


of them. Another allegation was that 
money was raised in an immoral manner 
by means of the opium trade. The hon. 
Member for East Nottingham had said 
that this was forced on India, and that 
if the people had their own way they 
would abolish it altogether. What an 
outrageous statement! The monopoly 
dated back to the time of Akhbar in 1556. 
Opium, as the hon. Member for East 
Nottingham perfectly well knew, was 
an integral part of the social life, 


religious ceremonies, and Hindu feasts | 


among Rajputs. He ventured to say 
that there were a great number of the 
native members of the Indian Congress, 
of which so much was heard, who were 
themselves in the habit of taking opium. 


Did not the hon. Member for East 
Nottingham know that opium was 
used largely throughout the whole of 
India as a medicine by native 
doctors, and that it was even 
given to children in the form. of 
“Baalgoli” The native States were 
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free to abolish the opium business if they 
wanted to do so, but what happened 4 
The Nizam imported 282 chests in 1898. 
and since then the importation into that 
State had largely increased. The state 
of things |was similar in Baroda, a 
native State which was governed by the 
most enlightened rajah in India. Re 
had a monopoly on precisely the same 
lines as the British monopoly in British 
territory. What became, therefore, of 
the allegation that if India had her own 
way, the trade in opium would be 
abolished altogether ? As to the salt tax, 
he agreed with those who thought that 
it would be better if they could dispense 
with the tax altogether, but to refer to 
it as an intolerable burden on the people 
Was a gross exaggeration. He could not 
refrain from protesting against the 
grotesque exaggeration with which it 
had been treated in this House. In 
answer to a recent question, the Secre- 
tary of State said that the salt tax to-dav 
was the lowest on record, and that the 
total consumption by the average native 
family including animals was only 
equal to one day’s wages per month. 
He maintained that the people of India 
had no real reason for discontent. 
They derived enormous benefits from 
our rule at the lowest possible cost. 
The agitators who said that they repre- 
sented the people of India really 
represented nobody but themselves. He 
hoped that the right hon. the Secretary of 
State for India would remember that the 
agitation against British rule was carried 
on by a microscopic minority of the 
people. The statements made by these 
persons must be accepted with very 
great caution. The policy of the hon. 
Member for East Nottingham himself was 
to foster agitation, as had been proved 
from the fact that after his speech of 
February 26th last,f there occurred the 
Barisal incident in April. How many of 
the 80,000,000 of the people of Bengal 
would have known or knew even now 
that there was such a thing as the 
partition of Bengal at all if they had 
not been carefully tutored. It had 
been said over and over again that 
the people of India did get a 
sufficient the government of 
the country. would in that 
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connection to state what was probably 
quite unknown to the large majority of the 
Members of the House, namely, what 
the present position was as to the share 
which the natives of India had in the 
government and administration of that 
country. The number of Europeans 
who filled the higher judicial and execu- 
tive posts amounted to only 1,000, All 
the lower judicial, revenue, and execu- 
tive appointments were held by natives. 
At the present time the doors of the Civil 
Service were open to them, and the 
qualification to hold the higher civil 
appointments in India was the same for 


all, there being no distinction as to 
race or colour. The highest judicial 


appointment in Bengal was held by a 
native Bengalee; the Advocate-General 
was a Bengalee ; and the Standing Council 
in more than one case were natives, 
while in every High Court of Justice 
native judges were on the Bench. From 
these facts it would be observed 
that the number of native Indians 
enploved in all branches of — the 
Civil Service was steadily increasing. 
For his part, he had no objection to the 
statement of the Secretary for India 
tiat this matter was to be further con- 
sidered by the Viceroy’s Council; but 
he asked that when they were considering 
tie appointment of natives to the higher 
posts they should not be influenced 
so much by the loud eries of the very 
men who were going to get, or 
expected to get, these appointments: 
but by the effect which such appointments 
would have on the people generally. 
Kvery appointment in India should be 
haised on the principle of what was most 
beneficial for the people as a whole. The 
hon. Member for Montgomery Boroughs, 
who spoke with great experience, had 
sud that it was absurd to believe that 
tiere was any great demand by the 
people of India to be governed by them- 


selves. What happened in the Native 
States? In the case of Hyderabad 
tie head of every single Government 


Department was English. In 1902 an 
experiment was made by appointing 
a native as head of the Revenue 
Department, but in three months time 
the clamour against him was so great 
that he was replaced by an English- 
man. He did not believe that the 
agitators connected with the movement 
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in the Indian Congress really represented 
the people of India, or that if their 
schemes were carried out to-morrow 
the condition of the people would be 
improved. His own profound opinion 
was that there was nothing to fear from 
the loyalty to this country of the people 
of India, and that the Government could 
not do better than proceed calmly on 
the lines indicated by the Secretary of 
State. 


*Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.) 
suid he had listened to the attacks 
made upon him from both sides of the 
House, and would like to have replied 
on the general question, but he ha‘ 
deciled with reference to the limited 
time available to confine his remarks to 
the subject of which he had given 
notice, viz., the large increase of military 
expenditure in India. This increase was 
principally due to the maintenance o! 
tie British Army in that country, for 


trie cost of a British soldier there 
was four or five times more than 
that of a native soldier. He would 


take for his text the words uttered by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Se:retary 
of Staite for War two or three days 
ago when he said that the British 
force in India was not there to resist 
aggression on the part of any of the 
great Powers, but for the purpose of 
preserving internal order. That was a 
most important admission, never before 
made by a right hon. Gentleman in 
his highly responsible position. It had 
been commonly argued that the British 
force in India was for the protection 
of that country against invasion by 
Russia; but now ,they were told that 
the real reason for a British force in 
India was to serve the functions of a 
local militia, and to prevent insurrec- 
tion. He welconed that admission. 
The right hon. Gentleman went on to 
state that the size of the force was 
determined at the time of the Mutiny 
and that whether it was too small 
or too large that standard had not 
been departed from. The Secretary for 
War must have been sadly misin- 
formed before he made that state- 
ment. He could find no authority for 
the statement that the standard of the 
British forces in India was fixed after the 
Mutiny. On the contrary it was a matter 
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of notoriety that it was not fixed, but! 
fluctuated very considerably. Before the 
Mutiny the strength of the European) 
troops in India was about 37,000 men as) 
against 230,000 native troops. What was) 
then decided was that the British force} 
and the native force should remain in the| 
proportion of about one to two. That was| 
to say that the native force should never} 
be more than double the strength of the) 
British troops. It was also laid down) 
that the artillery should remain in the) 
hands of the British soldiers. During the) 
’sixties, the strength of the British troops 
varied from 65,000 to 55,000. In the} 
year he went to India the number was| 
only 55,000. During the ’seventies it) 


averaged 58,000. It was in 1873} 
that the late Lord Lawrence gave! 


evidence before a Commission which| 
considered the whole question of the| 
strength of the British troops in India| 
and he gloried in the fact that he had) 
reduced the British force in India by 
7,000 men. He was cross-examined and | 
asked whether this strength would be 
sufficient to put down an insurrection, and 
he said that if we had 60,000 English! 
soldiers and officers in India he did not 
think a dog would bark against us, but if 
an insurrection did occur it would be put 
down before it had spread at all. The 
standard as laid down by Lord Lawrence; 
therefore was 60,000. That was also the| 
standard adopted by the Commission 
appointed to inquire into the organisation 
and administration of the Indian Army in| 
1879. The present Lord Roberts, then Sir! 
Frederick Roberts, was a member of) 
that Commission, and concurred in its! 
recommendation that it was not | 
necessary to maintain the number of} 
British troops in India beyond 6!,000,) 
and Lord Lytton, who was then the 
Viceroy, agreed to a standard of 62,000.) 
Lord Ripon and the Home Government 
of the time accepted this as a maximum| 


figure. In 1885 when Lord Ripon| 
had left the country and Lord| 


Dufferin was Viceroy, the number of | 
British troops was as low as 55,000. | 
Then occurred the Penjdeh incident, and | 
ina moment of panic the number of British, 
troops in India was increased by 10,000) 
with a corresponding increase of ex-| 


penditure to India. Two members| 
of the Viceroy’s Executive Council | 
at that time—Sir Auckland Colvin,} 
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the Finance Minister, and Sir Courtenay 
Ilbert, the Law Member — protested 
against that increase on the ground 
that it was unnecessary and would 
lead to grave responsibilities, but their 
advice was not listened to, and the 
number was allowed to increase until 
in the ‘nineties the average number of 
troops in India was 73,000. Then came 
the Boer war. One effect of the Boer 
war was to draw troops from India. 
The Government of India was applied 
to and sent British troops to South 
Africa. The number of troops sent 
to South Africa, Somaliland, and 
China reduced the force in India to 
63,000 ; that was four or five years ago. 
India was not the worse for it. On the 
contrary, India was better for it, because 
while the troops were thus employed, 
India had not to pay for them. To the 
great reduction of military expenditure 
which took place during 1900-1903 were 
largely due the surpluses of which they 
had heard so much this afternoon. That 
showed that the number of troops in 
India was larger than was necessary. In 
1904 the number increased to 76,000, and 
in 1905 to 78,000, and the Secretary of 
State for War had informed them that 
the number for the present year was 
79,446. That was a record. There was 
an increase, therefore, of some 16,000 men 
above the number that were in India 
four or five years ago. What was the 
reason for this increase? Why, if four 
or five years ago India was content with 
a force of 63,000 men, was it necessary 
at the present time to maintain 79,000 4 
Why were the taxpayers of India to be 
burdened with this unnecessarily heavy 
expenditure, for the maintenance of 
British troops in the country? They 
were entitled to an answer from the 
right hon. Gentleman, and they were 
entitled also to more information in 
regard to the additional expenditure 
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which was being incurred at the 
present moment. They had heard a 


good deal of rumour, but owing to the 
secretiveness of the India Office they knew 
little or nothing about what Lord Kit- 
chener’s scheme meant. What he 
desired to know was how the sum 
sanctioned was to be expended. The 
additional £2,000,000 on armaments 
he understood, but how was the 
£8,000,000 or £9,000,000 that the scheme 
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was to cost to be expended? His 
information was that it was to be spent 
on re-organisation and re-distribution, on 
transferring the troops from the plains of 
India, where they were now serving,to the 
North-West Frontier and locating them 
on that frontier and even beyond it. 
That was a very serious thing. 


*Mr. MORLEY: That is wrong. 


*Srr H. COTTON said he was very 
glad to hear the contradiction, but for 
his purpose the argument was the same. 
It cost a large sum to acquire land, 
construct barracks, and concentrate 
troops in a particular tract of country. 
It was to this purpose that this large 
of £9,000,000 was, he believed, 
He would be glad to have 


sum 
to be devoted. 


some information regarding that ex- 
penditure. 
*Mr. MORLEY said that at some 


future time he would be in a position to 
describe the whole situation. 


*Sir H. COTTON said he was glad to 
hear it. At the present moment when 
there was no real danger whatever, when 
it was not alleged that our Army was 
maintained for the purpose of aggression, 
but merely for the maintenance of 
order in India, he could see no reason 
why it should be maintained on a 
scale of about 20,000 men beyond the 
figure which eminent authorities had 
considered to be the maximum required. 
He did not want to dwell upon the 
collapse of the Russian Army, because 
of the admission made by the Secretary 
of State for War that we did not maintain 
our Army in India to resist invasion, but 
for keeping order, Until Penjdeh nobody 
doubted that 60,000 British troops would 
be ample. Now we had nearly 80,000 
men, and the cause of the increase 
was unexplainel. Our real security 
India, the real basis of order in 


Sir ID, Cotton 


in 
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that country, was not the Army we 
might maintain there, but the con- 
tentment of the people of India. If 
they were contented with our rule, 
if they were friendly towards us, if, 
indeed, the state of things in India only 
resembled the state of things when he 
first went to India nearly forty years 
ago, not only would it have been possible 
to reduce the number of troops, but—— 


Mr. H. H. MARKS called attention 
to the fact that there were not forty 
Members present. 


House counted and forty Members 
being found present the debate was 
resumed, 


*Str H. COTTON, continuing, said he 
looked with very unfavourable eyes on 
the proposals for the concentration of 
troops on the frontier. At the time 
of the Mutiny there were 400 miles of 
railway in India; at the present moment 
there were nearly 30,000, and that made 
all the difference in the mobilisation of 
an Army. It had always been urged 
that as railways extended facilities for 
mobilisation increased. If that were 
so it followed that it would be 
possible to reduce the number of troops 
in India. Why had not effect been 
given to that argument, or, at any 
rate, why had not the case been con- 
sidered from that point of 
As centralisation was necessary to meet 
a foreign enemy so dispersion was re- 
quisite for the maintenance of peace 
in a country which had been occupied. 
When the troops had been withdrawn 
from the bases at which they were 
stationed in the country, the argument 
would be raised that it was necessary to 
put an additional force in their place. 
The scheme on which we had embarked 


view ? 


was a most dangerous one and might 
lead to a very large increase of the Indian 
Army. When that increase was applied 
for, it would be almost impossible to 
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refuse it without undoing what was now , head of the people of India that it certainly 


peing done in the matter of organisation 


and concentration. There was one re- 


mark he had to add on the general 
question. He wished the right hon. 


Gentleman had been able to make a 
statement which would give more satis- 
faction to the Indian people. Many 
portions of the 
speech would no doubt give the greatest 


possible satisfaction, but it contained 


no pledges to action except in regard | 
to the appointment of an official Com- 


mission, Which was a very small matter 
indeed. 


*Mr. O'GRADY (Leeds, E.) said the | 


Party with which he sat had been 
taunted with the fact that they cared 
very little about Empire, but they cared 
as much for the Empire as any Member 
of the House. There was one feature of 
the debate which had not been touched 


upon but with which he wished to deal. | 


The Motion which he had down on the 
Paper dealt with 


chronic poverty of the people, the ques- | 


tion of famine, and technical and primary 
education. It was said by hon. Members 
opposite that the condition of the people 
of India was not so dreadful as it was 


sail to be; but the poverty of the | 


people of India was simply chronic. 
That was a term that could not be applied 
to the condition of any other civilised 
people in the world. The average in- 
come of the people of India was £2 
pet head per annum. That showed a 
somewhat serious state of things, but 
there was a more startling figure still and 
one which was perhaps nearer the truth. 
Mr. W. Digby, a great Indian publicist, 
had made a calculation that the income 
of the people of India was about £1 


per head per annum. 


had had to grumble at the average 


income of the people of Great Britain, 
which amounted to £43 per head per an- 
num. Hon. Members would see when they 


came to compare that with the £2 per, 


Secretary of State’s | 


four subjects, the | 


On occasion they | 


| showed a state of chronic poverty, and 
while that state of things prevailed it 
| could not be contended that the people 
| were prosperous. Considering that they 
|had not had much promise of anything 
| being done by the present Secretary of 
State, they had a right to grumble and 
to urge that this matter should be 
inquired into. In spite of that chronic 
poverty, however, the people were taxed 
to the hilt. £30,000,000 per annum 
was taken out of the country for which 
‘there was no return, and beyond that 
they were taxed up to the eyes in 
order to keep 2a most expensive Army 
in existence. In 1884 the cost of the 
Army was £12,000,000, in 1906 it was 
£22,000,000. Believing as he did that 
|85 per cent. of the population of India 
had to find the bulk of that money, and 
considering what state they were in, he 
thought that the question was one for 
serlous by this House. 
| Again, these poor poverty-stricken people 
paid £4,000,000 sterling per annum to 
Europeans in the shape of salaries. 
_ Respecting the present Army organisation 
in India, he wished to point out that the 
people of British India got no benefit 
from the Army, because the recruiting 
which used to take place in the country 
in which the stations were now took 
place over the frontier. He could not 
accept the statement that famine was 
becoming less frequent, for he found that 
eight out of the last ten vears were years 
of famine. He supposed famine arose 
from the fact that the land was not 
cultivated scientifically, and he did not 
know that the Government had taken 
much trouble in spreading the knowledge 
of agriculture among the people. 
Let them take the great scheme of 
irrigation which was to help to make 
the land fertile. Whilst they found 
£21,000,000 spent on railways in the 
country, only £1,000,000 was spent on 


consideration 





‘irrigation. With regard to the land, 
he understood that in Bengal there 
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was a system of landlordism, an arrange- 
ment by which the landlords paid a 
fixed sum in perpetuity to the State. 
They had in India what 
not in this country, namely, 
nationalisation of the land, and the 
people in other parts of India only 
asked that they should be treated by 


we 
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| India there was no attempt made to 
train the working people in industry, 
agriculture or the cultivation of 
cotton, tea, and coffee planting. With 
a single exception there was not a 


technical institution in India, that ex- 


the Government land agents in the. 


same manner as the tenants in Bengal 
treated by their landlords. The 
which rents were fixed 


were 


basis upon 


been taken over by the Government. 


was four years of famine, four years of | 


ood harvest, and two years of ordinary | 
-) ? d v 
| Unless the land was tilled on scientific 


harvest ; but of the last ten years eight 
had been famine years, and the people 
were up to their eyes in debt to the 
money-lenders. The Government officials, 
too, came along to collect the rents at a 
most disadvantageous time of the year, 
when the crop had not yet been harvested. 


ception having been provided by the 
liberality of an American, although it 
was true that at the present time it had 
A 
country must always be in this state of 
chronic poverty where the people were 
left in a state of ignorance respecting 
the principal industries of the country, 


principles they could never get rid of 
the poverty and famine. The only 
way was to teach the people the 
scientific principles of agriculture. In 
the matter of agriculture, sugar and 


tea planting and coffee growing he sub- 


The poor ryot had to get the money from. 
| trained knowledge at all, and he suggested 


somewhere, and so fled to the money- 
lender, so that whether it was a year 
of famine or a year of good harvest the 


ry ot was in the same position, because in a | 


year of good harvest the money-lender 
was down on him and in a year of famine 
he had nothing whatever to go on with. 
The terrible increase in the death-rate 
was Closely allied to the chronic poverty 
of India. It had gone up from twenty-four 
to thirty-five per 1,000 in twenty years. 
That was a position which the Govern- 
ment ought not to view with equanimity. 
They ought to do what they could to 
improve the situation in India and put 
an end to that state of things. Was it 
too much to say that the terrible death- 
rate with other causes was responsible 
for the decreasing population in Bombay 
and the central provinces? The popula- 
tion, instead of increasing at the rate 
of 10 per cent., which was the normal 
increase, had gone back by 5 per cent. 
which made a difference of 15 per cent. 
on the whole population. In Bengal the 
population only increased by 3 per 
cent. instead of 10 per cent. 


| cerned. 


mitted that the common people had no 


that the Secretary of State might take 
into consideration the question of estab- 
lishing technological institutions through- 
out the country and in that way try to 


|improve the condition of those con- 


Any scheme of technical educa- 
tion would of course necessarily involve a 
scheme of primary education. The state of 
elementary education in the country was 


_in his judgment not only a disgrace to the 


Indian Government, but also to the 
people of Great Britain, who ought to 


bear the responsibility in these matters. 
'At the present moment there were 


| villages. 


18,000,000 boys 0. school age in India, 
only 3,268,726 of whom were attending 
school. He felt sure that as time went on 
the people of India would become alive to 
the fact that girls as well as boys should 
be educated. ‘The astonishing fact was 
that there was only one school to five 
Until he began to study the 


Blue-books he had no knowledge of the 


poverty and ignorance of the Indian 


people. 
It was | 


Let it be said, however, to 
the credit of the leaders of the Indian 


an astonishing thing to him that in people that they were deeply in earnest 


Mr, OGrady. 
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in this matter of primary education and | Revenue to £6,253,195.—(Mr. Secretary 
were prepared to take upon themselves | Morley.) 

the duty of making compulsory edusation | 
popular if the Government would only | 
take action and say that the education | 
should first of all be free. It would only | POST OFFICE (LITERATURE FOR THE 
mean that the Government would have | BLIND) BILL. 

to pay another £200,000. The request | Bill was read a Second Time, and 
for compulsory education would follow, | committed for Monday next. 

and that was estimated to involve a cost | ae 

of not more than £5,000,000 at the | 
outside. He submitted that the time had | 
come, with the new spirit abroad and the | 
growing feeling of the responsibilities | 1. “ That there be charged, as from the 
of Empire in the true sense of the term, | sixth day of July, nineteen hundred and 
for this country to take up the matter. | six, on a licence to be taken out annually 
If the Secretary of State for India would | by a manufacturer for sale of British 
take his courage in both hands and break | 
through the iron-bound officialism of his | 


‘ | That a uniform duty of ten shillings 
Department his name would go down to | : ) : nt 
| be substituted for the stamp duties now 


aaa rail iicadlieaaaatees ies chargeable on an Award in England or 
Ireland, and on an Award or Decreet 
| Arbitral in Scotland.” 
Mr. SECRETARY MORLEY rose in his | 
place, and claimed to move, “That the 3. “That it is expedient that the 
Question be now put.” | amount payable out of the Consolidated 
| Fund under section three of The Bank 
Question, “That the Question be now | tig 1892, shall, as regards Treasury 
| Bills, be at the rate of two hundred 
| pounds for every million pounds of the 


Resolution to be reported. 


REVENUE (EXCISE DUTY, ETC.) 
Resolutions reported— 


wines, an excise duty of one pound.” 


State India had ever had. 


put,” put, and agreed to. 


; ; : | maximum amount of Bills outstanding at 
Main Question put accordingly, and , ; . . 

| any one time during the financial year, 
in pursuance of any Act of the present 
iter 
session to amend the Law relating to 


Customs and Inland Revenue, and for 
(Mr. BiLson (Staffordshire, N.W.), in other purposes connected with Finance.” 
the Chair.] 


agreed to. 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolutions agreed to. 


Resolved, That it appears from the 
Accounts presented to Parliament that in | DEAN FOREST (RE-COMMITTED) BILL. 
1904-5 the Revenue of India amounted _—_ Considered in Committee, and reported, 
to £84,812,971, the Expenditure charged | without Amendment (King’s Consent 
against Revenue to £81,356,905, and the signified) ; Bill read the third time, and 


Capital [Expenditure not charged to. passed. 
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LAND TAX COMMISSIONERS BILL. Me. J. Li. LEWIS said another reason 


Motion made and Question proposed, | for postponing the Bill until the autumn 


r 
“That the Bill be now read a second | ' was that it would enable hon. Members 
time, | to receive and consider names from 


| their own constituencies. 
Sir F. BANBURY (City of London) | 


hoped the Government would not press | 
this Bill, Clause 2 of which abolished the | 
property qualification hitherto required | : 

; | say when the autumn session would 
for the Office of Land Tax Commissioner. | 


Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISiL (Derby- 


shire, W.) asked whether anyone could 


: altel . . | begin, 
It might be quite right to do it, but, it | 


was an important point, and he i 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (York- 
the Bill would not be pressed to-day. ' on 


| shire, W.R., Pudsey): October 23rd. 
*Mr. J. Hi. LEWIS (Flintshire) said | 


: | Pill read a third time, and committed 
that if the hon. Gentleman would allow | pi : § - ” 


, ; : ' for Tuesday October 23rd. 

the Second Reading to be taken now, he | ) : 

would undertake that the Committee | iit 

stage should be put off until October | Ordered, That ti — ies al 

a ee ee Te aoe Counties do prepare lists of the Christian 
-and Surnames of Commissioners for 

the present moment no property quali- 


fication in seven of the counties of Wales, | cities Sevedinereandinianiaaains Dearie 
and all that was proposed in this Bill | engine Temi: 

was to assimilate the practice in other | 

parts of the country. Might he also Ordered, That Members for Boroughs 
remind the hon. Gentleman that the |#"4 Places having © Commissioners 
House of Lords had recently passed | | exercising exclusive jurisdiction within 
unanimously a Bill abolishing the | | the same under the said Acts do prepare 
property qualification in respect of | | similar lists of Commissioners for execut- 
justices of the peace. ing the said Acts within such Boroughs 

and Places respectively. 


Sir F. BANBURY said he would | 
comply with the request of the hon. | Ordered, That Members for other 
Gentleman, but he did not agree that Boroughs and Places do prepare similar 
they should always follow in this country | _ lists of Commissioners for executing the 
what had been done in Wales, or that | said Acts for the Counties in which such 
the House of Lords was wise in the /#St-mentioned Boroughs and Places are 
action alluded to by the hon. Gentleman. | | situate—(Mr. Herbert Lewis.) 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- | Whereupon Mr, Speaker adjourned the 
ton) hoped it would be understood that | House without Question put, pursuant to 
as some of them were very much in-| the Order of the House of the 13th July. 
terested in Clause 2, the Committee | 


Adjourned ¢ y i s afte 
stage would be taken at a reasonable base pee Paes gs ted 
° Seven o’clock till Monday 


hour. next. 











“tn ~3e4stertsk (*) at the commencement of a Speech tndicates revision by the Member. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, 3rd July, 1906. 


The Right Hon. George John Shaw- 
Lefevre, having been created Baron 
Eversley of Old Ford, in the county of 
London—Was (in the usual manner) 
introduced. 


The Right Hon. William James Pirrie, 
having been created Baron Pirrie of the 
city of Belfast —Was (in the usual 
manner) introduced. 


Sir John Jones Jenkins, Knight, 

aving been created Baron G lantawe of 
eae in the county of Glamorgan— 
Vas (in ‘the usual m: vunner) introduced, 


SEE 


George Armitstead, Esquire, having 
® been created Baron Armitstead of Castle- 


usual manner) introduced. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


the House, 


ments had laid upon the Table the 


§ further Standing Orders are applicable 
to the following ‘Bill :—Post Office Sites, 


Table. 
Todmorden Corporation Bill. Read 
3%, with, the Amendments; further 


¢Amendments made; Bill pi assed, 
returned to the Commons. 


in caineriarad (*) at the commencement of a Speech tndicates revision by the Member. 


St. John’s (Westminster) Improvement 
‘Bill. Read 3%, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Com 
mons. 


and Edmonton Bill. 
Read 3%, with the Amendments; a 
further Amendment made ; Bill passed, 
and returned to the Commons. 


Tottenham Gas 


Middlesex County Council (General 
Powers) Bill; Derby Gas Bill. Read 3°, 
with the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


VOL, CLXI. [Fourru Srrigs.] 


JULY 


hill, in the city of undee—Was (in the | 


Certificate from the Examiners that no | 


The same was ordered to lie on the | 


and | 
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Lord Tredegar’s Supplemental Estate 
Bill [u.1.]. Returned from the Com- 


mons agreed to. 


Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) 
Docks and Railway Bill [H.L.]; Ritz 
Hotel, Limited, Bill [m.L.]; Wirral 
Railway (Extension of 'Time) Bill [#.1.}. 
Returned from the Commons agreed to, 

| with Amendments. 


Portsmouth Water Bill [H.L.]; West 
Yorkshire Tramways Bill [H.1.).  Re- 
turned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to, 


London County Council (General 
Powers) Bill; London United Tramways 
Bill; ‘Twickenham and Te.ldington 


Electric Supply Bill; Watford Gas Bill. 
Returned from the ‘Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
No. 7) Bill. House in Committee (ac- 
cording to order); Amendments made ; 
“Standing Committee negatived ; the 
Report of Amendments to be received 
| To-morrow. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted | 
That the Clerk of the Parlia- | 


Loeal Government Provisional Order 
| (Housing of Working Classes) Bill ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. Amendments reported 
| (according to order), and Bills to be read 
3* To-morrow. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill. Read 3® (according to 


order), and passed. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION, 

Petition to be allowed to continue to 
give Church of England teaching in 
schools; of teachers in non-provided 
schools in Framland, Peterboro ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


EDUCATION. 

Petition against the abolition of the 
voluntary school system ; of inhabitants 
of Kirkham, Lancaster; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 

Z 
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if they will take care not to weaken the 


_ naval element in the Committee appointed 


to investigate the question of national 


NATAL. 
Further correspondence relating to 
native disturbances in Natal (in continua- | 
tion of [Cd. 2905.], May, 1906). 


TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE RIVER 
COLONY. 

Further correspondence relating to 
affairs in the Transvaal and Orange | 
tiver Colony (in continuation of [Cd. | 
2563.], July, 1905). 


BRITISH GUIANA. 
Further corresponlence relating to 
disturbances in British Guiana (in 
continuation of [Cd. 2 322.], March, 1906). 


TRADE REPORTS: ANNUALSERIES. 
No. 3676. 
for 1206). 
No. 3677. Zanzibar. 
No, 3678. Colombia (Barranquilla). 


France (French Budget 


HOUSES OF PARLIAMENT (FRESCOES). 
Further memoranda by Professor | 

Church, F.R.S., concerning the — wall 

paintings in the Palace of Westminster. 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF TRELAND. 

Royal Warrant bearing date Septem- 
ber 16th, 1905, amending the Statutes ; | 
Royal Warrant bearing date June 6th, 
1906, amending the Statutes. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Minute of the Committee of Council 
on Education in Scotland, dated July | 
19th, 1906, providing for special grants in 
aid of certain school boards in Seotland. 


MOTOR CARS (ROYAL COMMISSION), 
Report of the Royal Commission on 
Motor Cars. Vol. I. Report. Vol. IL. 
Minutes of evidence, with appendices | 
and index. 
Presented (by command), and ordered | 
to lie on the Table. 


DEAN FOREST BILL. 

Read 1*, and to be printed. (No. 170.) | 

— | 

| 

CAPTURE OF MERCHANT SHIPS IN 
WAR TIME. 

Lorp ELLENBOROUGH : My Lords, 

I rise to ask His Majesty’s Government 





indemnity against loss by capture at sea 


in time of war by changing the naval 
member of it during the inquiry, as was 


unfortunately done in the case of the 


Royal Commission on the supply of food 
and raw material in time of war; and 
whether, considering kow little our 
merchant ships appear to have done to 
avoid capture during the Russo-Japanese 
war, they will consider the propriety of 
supplementing the naval war-courses at 


our seaports by a short mercantile war- 


course for the purpose of teaching captains 
and owners of merchant ships the lost art 


of avoiding capture in time of war, so as 


to lessen the amount of the indemnities 
and losses that may become payable 


either by the Government or by under- 
writers and others whenever we may be 
at war ourselves. 


As regards the first pait of my Question, 
I do not wish to be understood as 
referring in any way to the comparative 


/merits or qualifications of the officers 


have served or are serving on 
the Commissions or Committee that | 
have referred to in my Question. I have 
had no comunication with these officers. 
I only wish to point out that it is of 


who 


| immense importance that the problem as 
'to whether we are to starve or not in 
| war-time should be correctly solved. If 
the officer who is to report on behalf of 
|the Navy is not put on the Committee 
until half the evidence has been heard, he 
is at a great disadvantage when laying 


his views before other members of the 
Committee, and has also much less time 


_in which to study his subject. 


The naval member of the Committee 
now taking evidence holds, I think, a 
position of at least equal comparative 
importance to the command of a fleet in 
time of peace, because if legislation 
proceeds on a wrong basis, it may have a 
far reaching effect, and it would be found 
more difficult to repeal an Act of Parlia- 
ment than it would be to recall any injudi- 
cious orders given by a Commander-in- 
Chief. I would therefore ask the first Lord 
of the Admiralty not to allow the naval 
officer on this Committee to be changed 
until the report or reports are completed. 


| Every assistance ought to be given to 


other 


him by the Intelligence and 
The 


Departments of the Admiralty. 
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Capture of Merchant Ships 


questions as to what precautions, if any, 
were taken to prevent the capture of in- 
sured ships during the Russo-Japanese 
war should be thoroughly gone into by 
the Committee. Those captures consti- 
tute an object lesson which ought not 
to be neglected. If the Russian Govern- 
ment had agreed to indemnify their ship- 
owners from capture during the Russo- 
Japanese war, nine-tenths of the ships 
in the Russian mercantile navy would 
have sailed for Siberia and Manchuria, 
and would now be under the Japanese 
flag. Very few of the Russian ships 
would have succeeded in evading the 
blockade. The value of the captured 
ships and cargoes would have gone far 
towards recouping the Japanese for the 


expenses of the war, and the additional | 
strain on the Russian exchequer would | 


have completed the financial ruin of that 
country. 

As regards our own shipping, it is clear 
that our underwriters grievously —mis- 
calculated the chances of capture. They 
thoroughly knew their own business 
as regards percentages of losses from 
strandings or collisions. They appear, 
however, to have been quite incapable 


of grasping the question of the percentage | 


of risk in war, and as to how it would 
vary in certain places from day to day 
according to the positions of belligerent 
ships. I have tried to investigate the 
matter, but I cannot find that any 
additional precautions were taken to avoid 
capture, that any premiums for success 
were promised to the officers and crew, 
or that the number of officers and men 
carried were increased for the purpose 
of keeping that careful lookout which is 


the first condition of commercial safety | 


in war. In peace time, ships at a distance 
do not interest a merchant ship, but -in 
war time the moment a streak of smoke 


is seen in any direction it is a matter of | 
vital importance to notice it and find out | 


by whom it is caused. To do this 
efficiently it is necessary to carry a larger 
crew than usual, as several men must be 
on the look out. 


During the old French war, foreign 
prisons were very uncomfortable, and how 
to keep out of them was a matter which 
merchant seamen studied in many cases 
as carefully as if they were naval officers 
in small vessels. Many of them escaped 
by stratagem by disguising their ships as 


line of battleships, making sham signals | 


{23 JuLY 1906} 


in War Time. 


| to a non-existent escort, creeping close in 
'shore, running into a rain squall and 
| then altering course. These tricks can be 
| studied in the naval literature of the 
|period. During the civil war in America 
|I heard of innumerable dodges put in 
| practice both by blockaders and blockade- 
/runners. Speed was not the only factor 
| required to ensure safety. Many slowships 
well commanded made repeated successful 
_ runs; even some sailing ships got through. 
The chief factors in getting the vessels 
through were the knowledge and skill of 
the officers in command. Most of the 
blockade-runners flew the British flag and 
both oflicers and:men received high wages 
and were given premiums for every 
successful run. Some of these vessels 
were in charge of commanders on the 
half-pay-list of our Navy, who had assumed 
other names. Their ships as a rule were 
most successful. Many of the merchant 
captains were, however, equally fortunate. 
The recent captures in Japanese seas 
would certainly not have been so numer- 
ous had these ships been as efficiently 
oflicered and manned as the blockade 
runners in the American war. The pro- 
longation of peace and the destruction of 
piracy has caused the greater part of this 
knowledge to be forgotten. Except by 
the few who ran the American blockade it 
has not been wanted since 1814. 
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The officers of the naval reserve form a 
most valuable link between the Royal 
Navy and the merchant service. They 
are, however, few in number and could 
only be increased with difficulty and ex- 
pense. Moreover, ina war with a first- 
class Power the Royal Navy would havea 

prior claim upon their services. Their with- 
drawal from the merchant service would 
' increase the chance of capture of the ships 
to which they had formerly belonged. 
Therefore I think it very desirable that 
the number of the officers in the Royal 
Naval Reserve should be supplemented 
by officers who have been taught, not so 
| much the duties of an officer on board a 
| fighting ship, as the duties of an officer on 
board a merchant ship in war time. 
Admiral Lord Charles Beresford recently 
drew attention to the risks run by show- 
ing what a small proportion of merchant- 
| vessels thought it a part of their duty to 
| pay any attention to the signals of a man 
|of war. Had war broken out, he could 
not have warned them of their danger. 


Z 2 


| 
| 
| 








O47 Capture of Merchant Ships 

As the captains of merchant ships are 
under the control of shipowners, the latter 
may be considered as the admirals of 
the mercantile marine, and as such should 
also be given adequate opportunities for 
instruction. At present, as far as I can 


gather, all that is now being considered is | 


the question as to who ought to bear the 
burden of losses in war. It is, I think, 
far more important to consider the ques- 
tion of minimising these losses by teaching 
our shipowners and master-mariners how 
to avoid them as much as possible. 
officers of the Royal Navy who have been 
through our naval war-course could, | 
think, easily evolve a mercantile war- 
course, which with practice and experience 
would become more and more efficient. 
Shipowners and master mariners should 
be allowed to attend as long as they com- 


plied with certain rules and regulations. | 
They should lodge outside the dockyards, | 

. . . | 
so as to lessen any chance of disciplinary | 


arrangements being interfered with. A 
gentleman holding a semi-official position 
and well acquainted with the merchant 
service has suggested to me that it would 
be desirable to issue a text-book on this 


subject for the benefit of those unable to | 
attend such a course, and that after a cer- | 


tain time candidates for the certificates of 
master and mate might be required to 
show some knowledge of these matters 
on presenting themselves for examination. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIR- 
ALTY (Lord TweepmMoutH): My Lords, 


the noble Lord asked me, in the first | 


place, a question with regard to the in- 
convenience caused by the naval officer 
not having attended right through the 
sittings of the Royal Commission on the 
supply of food and raw material in time 
of war. We, too, are very sorry that 


the naval officer originally appointed to | 


serve on the Commission was not able 
to sit through the whole of the inquiry, 
but when I tell your Lordships that the 
distinguished ofticer was Sir Gerard Noel 
and that he was required to take up a 
command in China, you will seo that it 


was inadvisable that he should continue | 


to serve on the Commission. With 
regard to the present Comuinittee sitting 
on the question of national indemnity 
against loss by capture at sea in time of 
war, another distinguished naval officer 
is representing the Admiralty on that 
Committee, and so far as I am aware 


Lord Ellenborough. 
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| there is no likelihood of his being taken 
|away during the course of the sittings 
of that Committee ; although, of course, 
| the requirements of His Majesty’s Service 
/must always take precedence of the 
sittings of any Commission or Committee, 
however important that body may be. 


The noble Lord has rather laid it 
down that our merchant ships during 
the Russo-Japanese war did not take 
sufficient precautions to avoid capture at 
sea, and that they had lost the art of 
avoiding capture in time of war. There 
are two classes of merchant ships which 
were subjected to capture during the 
Russo-Japanese war—the class which un- 
wittingly carried contraband goods, and 
consequently, not knowing that they 
were doing wrong, did not seek to avoid 


capture; and the class which was 
knowingly endeavouring to introduce 


contraband goods for the benefit of one 
side or the other. With regard to them 
my information does not quite tally with 
that of the noble Lord. I do not think 
the owners or captains of such ships 
would be likely to proclaim from the 
housetops the success of theiy manceuvres 
and adventures or to tell how they 
managed to outwit the Fleets; but I 
have heard from our naval attachés out 
|there that some British ships were ex- 
| tremely successful in their operations and 
ishowed* that they had thoroughly 
| mastered the art of evading capture by 
| hostile fleets. 


Then my noble friend asked me whether 
it is proposed by the Admiralty to supple- 
ment the excellent war-course at Ports- 
mouth, of which it is not possible to 
speak too highly, by a mercantile war- 
course for the purpose of teaching captains 
and owners of merchant ships the art 
of avoiding capture in time of war. The 
| Admiralty for many reasons do not think 
the suggestion a desirable one to adopt. 
But Iam quite sure Lord Ellenborough 
will not on that account think that the 
subject of his anxiety is escaping the 
notice of the Admiralty. The ques- 
tion is being carefully considered, and 
most elaborate instructions are being 
'drawn up to be given to captains of 
/merchant vessels on this very point. I 
am sure also that the noble Lord will 
/agree that it is not desirable for me to 
|state to your Lordships what these 
| instructions are. 
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ALKALI, ETC., WORKS BILL. 


Order of the day for the Third Reading 
read, 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 3*— 
(Earl Carrington.) 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I have been asked to mention 
publicly the desire of those connected with 
large works, whose machinery will have to 
be considerably altered, that sufficien 
time should be allowed for carrying out 
the necessary alterations under the Pill so 
as to avoid unnecessary injury. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE and FISHERIES 
(Earl Carrincton): My Lords, I am 
glad to be able to assure my noble and 
learned friend that that will be done. 
Mr. Burns met the manager of the works 
which my noble and learned friend has in 
his mind, and I believe a perfectly satis- 
factory arrangement has been come to. 
The Bill does not come into operation until 
January Ist next year, and I can assure 
my noble and learned friend that every 
facility will be given to the company in 
question to carry out their alterations. 


On Question, Bill read 3* and passed. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD. 
*Lourp CLONBROCK: My Lords, I 


rise to ask His Majesty’s Government 
whether it is a fact that the Royal Com- 
mission on Congestion in Ireland is to in- 
quire into the working of the Congested 
Districts Board, and the relations of the 
Board with the Land Commission and the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction ; whether two of the members 
of the Commission are also members of 
the Congested Districts Board; and 
whether there is any precedent for 
appointing to a Commission to inquire 
into the working of a public board or 
department persons who are themselves 
members of the particular board or 
department ; whether under the circum- 
stances, and seeing that the landowners of 
the congested districts of the West of Ire- 
land are not represented on the Commis- 
sion, His Majesty’s Government will add 
to the Commission one or more persons 
representing the interests of landowners 
within the congested districts of the west, 
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conversant with the industries 
hest suited for the relief of congestion. 


The object of my question is to call 
attention to the unusual and incomplete 
constitution of the Commission to inquire 
into congestion in Ireland. As to the first 
point, it appears a singular proceeding 
that of the nine members of the Com- 
mission appointed to inquire, among 
other things, into the working of the 
Congested Districts Board, two of them 
should he prominent members of that 
Board. Iam, of course, aware that the 
object of the Commission is not to eall in 
question the previous action of the Board 
on account of any alleged or supposed 
shortcomings, but, on the contrary, to 
strengthen their hands; and I rejoice 
that it should be so. I am firmly of 
opinion that the Congested Districts 
Board has done a great deal of most 
valuable work under very considerable 
difficulties, and I should he glad, there- 
fore, to see their scope of action extended, 
and adaitional facilities, within certain 
limits, granted to them. But I should 
have thought that the necessary informa- 
tion as to the working of that Board and 
its relations with other Departments, 
could have been just as well obtained by 
calling upon the members of the Board to 
give evidence before the Commission, and 
in that way the somewhat unusual course 
would have been avoided of putting them 
on the Commission and making them, to 
a certain extent, the judges to review 
their own work. I should like to know 
whether there is any precedent for the 
adoption of such a course. 


As to the second point, I hold that the 


constitution of the Commission is in- 
complete. The scope of inquiry as laid 
down in the terms of reference is ex- 


tremely wide, but from the able and 
interesting speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of ireland, in the House 
of Commons, it would appear that the 
scope is very much wider still. In fact, 
it seemed from some passages in the right 
hon. Gentleman's speech as if it might 
extend to the whole of Ireland. In any 
case, the inquiry covers far more than 
the scheduled districts in which the Con- 
gested Districts Board has been working. 
Many of your Lordships are probably 
aware that when the Congested Districts 
Board was originally appointed, certain 
districts were specified in the schedule 
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of the Act over which they were to work. 
These districts were those in which con- 
gestion existed to the greatest extent ; 
but I have often heard it remarked—and 
remarked with great justice—that the 
line was rather narrowly drawn, and that 
there were other districts outside the 
boundaries of these scheduled districts 
which ought to have been included. I 
therefore presume that the intention is to 


extend the operation of the Congested | 


Districts Board over all congested districts 
in Ireland. 


Now, the counties where congestion 
mostly exists are the western counties, 
from Cork in the South to Donegal in the 
north ; and in the greater part of this 
area the land-owning interest is not in 
any way represented. As far as the 
southern counties Cork and Kerry arecon- 
cerned, no one could question for a moment 
the appointment of Sir John Colom), 


a most worthy representative of the | 


land-owning interest ; but, as was pointed 
out by the Chief Secretary in his speech 
to which I have referred, the conditions 
of the counties of Cork and Kerry differ 
materially from those of the county of 
Clare and the whole of Connaught, in 
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accustomed to stipulate, as a condition, 
that all untenanted land on the estate 
should be broken up and divided among 
them, or given, perhaps, to their sons 
or near relatives. They would de- 
precate, they would ever strongly resent 
strangers being brought im from 
another locality. If therefore, while 
such proceedings are pending, or when 
| there is a prospect of such proceedings, 
the Congested Districts Board step in 
|and arbitrarily seize upon land of this 
| description, the result will be that the 
negotiations will fall through, and all 
prospect of a sale will be at an end, 
This would inflict a very serious loss on 
the landlord, and I think the result 
would not be acceptable to His Majesty's 
Government, for I suppose they are 
/anxious to see the Land Purchase Act 
'work quickly and smoothly. It is, 
\ therefore, most important that some 
‘representative of the land-owning in- 


| terest should be on the Commission who 
| would he well aware of the existence of 
this difficulty. 


| 
| There is a further point, which is, 
| Perhaps, more a matter of detail, but 


| which is quite worthy of consideration. 





that in Cork and Kerry there is practically | It appears to be ignored, or at least, 
no land available for the relief of con-| overlooked, by those who are calling out 
gestion. It is only in the province of | for the immediate division of grass lands— 
Connaught and in the county of Clare | “ranches” would appear to be the popular 





where this land is available. It is there- 
fore vitally important to the land-owning 
interest that somebody to represent that 
interest should be appointed on the 
Commission, and the more so as the 
Chief Secretary appears from his speech 
to contemplate the possibility of compul- 


sorily acquiring !and for the purpose of | 
It is needless to | 
say that I do not approve of compulsion | 


relieving congestion. 


—no one, I believe, does when he thinks 
it may be applied to himself. I do not, 
however, think that compulsion would in 
most cases be necessary if the Congested 
Districts Board were prepared to offer a 
fair price for the land required, a price 
which would indemnify the vendor, and 
secure him from financial loss. I believe 
that they would usually be able to acquire 
the necessary land except under cireum- 
stances which I will now explain. 


Throughout the West of Ireland, 
whenever negotiations are proceeding 
for the sale of property from the land- 
lord to the tenant, or there is any pros- 
pect of such a sale, the tenants are 


Lord Clonbrock. 


| designation of farms much over 100 acres 
|—-that the quality of these grass lands 
| varies materially, and that a great deal 
is not well adapted for tillage. 1 know 
that is the opinion of those who have 
a far greater knowledge of agriculture 
and the value of land than I can possibly 
pretend to possess. They hold that « 
great deal of this land is absolutely 
unfit for tillage by small farmers. I 
have heard of a case where the ex- 
periment was tried many years ago 
and utterly failed. I recognise that this 
is a matter of detail, and that the 
selection of land would be for the Con- 
gested Districts Board in their future 
working, and not for the Royal Com- 
| mission to go into, but at the same time 
it would be as well that they should have 
| this difficulty before them when they 
ure making recommendations, as they 
may do, as to the future acquisition of 
grass lands. 


There is only one other point. The 
Chief Secretary pointed out that in 


| those counties where no land is available, 
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other means must be resorted to in order 
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to relieve congestion.. This has been 
done, and done with great success, by 
the Congested Districts Board along the 
seaboard, by encouraging fisheries. This, 
of course, does not apply to the inland 
portions, and, therefore, some means of 
encouraging industries must be resorted 
to there, in order to relieve the people 
from their unfortunate position. There 
are a number of persons in Ireland who 
have devoted themselves for many years 


to the promotion of small cottage in- | 
dustries, and I think it would be very | 


desirable that one or two gentlemen of 
this description should be appointed 
members of the Commission. I there- 
fore ask His Majesty's Government 
whether they would be prepared to 
consent to two members, representing 
the landlords’ interest, being added 
to the Commission—this would be only 
fair as there are already on the Com- 
mission several members who notoriously 
entertain most advanced views in 
another direction—and also to consent to 
the addition of one or two gentleman 


conversant with the industries of the 
country. 
THE MAarovess or LONDON- 


DERRY: My Lords, I rise early in the 
debate to say how cordially I concur with 


the speech of my noble friend who has | 


just sat down, and who speaks with 


undoubted authority on the Congested | 


Districts Board system in the West of 
Ireland. He has, J am glad to know, gone 
beyond the Question on the Paper and 
entered into matters of detail, because the 


question of stock rearing in that part of | 


Ireland with which he is conversant is an 
important branch of industry, and if it 
were in any way checked it would have 
very injurious results to all interests in 
that part of Ireland. The breaking up of 
these ranches, as they are called, would 
to my mind be an injury of an incalculable 
character. 


The main object of my noble friend, 
however, has been to call attention to the 
fact that the Commission as at present 
constituted is not thoroughly representa- 
tive of all the interests and industries of 
Ireland. The landowning interest is 
represented by but one member. 
noble friend spoke in terms of eulogy of 
Sir John Colomb, whom we all respect in 


Ireland, but outside U]ster the landowners’ | 
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interest is not represented. We contend 
that the Government should give ample 
representation to all classes. I fully 
recognise what a difticult task it is to 
appoint a Commission whose constitu- 
tion should give satisfaction to every 
individual interested, and I always give 
the Government credit for endeavouring 
to constitute Commissions in such a way 
as at any rate to represent the majority 
of views. But I endorse the contention 
of my noble friend that there ought to be 
at least two more representatives of the 
landowning interest on this Commission. 





| Though the terms of the reference to 
'the Commission are wide, the speech of 
| the Chief Secretary in another place gave 
a still wider construction to them. The 
Chief Secretary said— 

“Tf they were to have a Board with greater 
powers in the future, and if they were to have 
the work the Board were doing in those 
districts done in others by another Board, 
) much more complete information than they 

possessed would be required with regard i 
| what had already been done and with regard 
j to the lines which should be followed in the 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| future. ..... . .No doubt by far the largest 
portion of the areas congested were those which 
came under the present management of the 
| Board.” + 
And the right hon. Gentleman added— 
| ‘But there were other areas which, though 
| they might not call them in the strictest sense 
congested, were areas where limits similar to 
| those of the congested districts should be 
applied.’ 


| That being the case, I venturs to say 
there ought to be placed on this Com- 
mission some gentleman who would 
represent those other areas and districts 
in which there are industries of an 
important character. Under the terms of 
| the Chief Secretary’s speech Ulster itself 
can be included in the reference to the 
Commission, and I think it would be 
extremely unfair if the Government did 
not appoint two gentlemen conversant 
with the other industries in the districts 
to which the Chief Secretary referred. 


I am not going to cavil at the names of 
the members of the Commission except 
one, but I certainly endorse what was 
said by my noble friend, that it is a very 
remarkable thing that two of the most 
prominent members of the Congested 
Districts Board should be appointed 
to a Commission to inquire into the 


| 





+ See (4) Debates, clix,, 1207. 
t See (4) Debates, clix., 1207. 
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working of that Board. I hope the 
noble Lord who replies on behalf of 
His Majesty’s Government will tell us 
whether there is any precedent for the 
chief officer of the Executive in Ireland 
being placed on a Commission appointed 
to inquire into the working of a Board of 
which, I presume, in the absence of the 
Chief Secretary, he would be chairman. 
Again, I turn to the Bishop of Raphoe. 
I say nothing about the right rev. 
Gentleman’s desire to do his best by the 
Congested Districts Board ; bui he is a 
very influential member of that Board 
and is placed on this Commission. I 
hope we shall have an answer, before the 
debate closes, as to whether there is any 
precedent for this course of action. 


I will give your Lordships parallel 
cases. Supposing a Commission were 
appointed to inquire into the working of 


a railway, what would be thought if on | 


that Commission were placed the deputy 
“chairman and the general manager of 
that railway company. By the Govern- 
ment of the late Lord Salisbury there 
was appointed the Fry Commission to 
inquire into the working of the Land 
Commission. The appointment gave 
general satisfaction; but what would 
have been the attitude of the Nationalist 


Members ‘in another place, or even the | 
noble Lords opposite, if on that Com- | 


mission Lord Salisbury had placed 
the two leading Land Commissioners 1 
I venture to say that the denunciations 
heaped on the appointment of that 
Commission would have been loud and 
long. 


I now come to what I think is an even 
more serious question. I confess, after 
having read the leading article in The 
7imes this morning ‘on the appointment 
of Mr. Conor O’Kelly to this Commission, 
that I look with absolute astonishment 
to the fact that he was ever appointed. 
Until I read the article in The Times I 
had no idea of Mr. Conor O’Kelly’s 


career beyond this, that he was one of | 


the Nationalist Members. But I read in 
The Times that he became chairman of 
the Mayo County Council at the first 
election under Mr. Gerald Balfour’s Irish 
Local Government Act, and as such was 
ex officio a justice of the peace, but was 
removed under a power reserved by the 
Act, which under the existing régime 


has been allowed to lapse, in consequence | 


of a violent speech attacking the British 
The Marquess of Londonderru, 


{LORDS} 





Districts Board. 656 


Government and the British Army 
during the South African War. He was 
elected for North Mayo in 1900, and 
before the change of Ministers at the 
close of last year he was prosecuted for 
a harangue inciting to terrorism and 
boycotting and committed for trial, 
3ut one of the earliest acts of the new 
Administration was to withdraw the 
| prosecution. 





As Mr. Conor O’Kelly has been placed 
|on this important Commission, it would 
| be interesting to know the reason why 
that prosecution was withdrawn. The 
Times goes on to say that— 


“At the beginning of May seven holdings 
near Ardagh were advertised for sale by 
| auction, but the local Nationalists, headed by 
Mr. O’Kelly, determined to prevent this 
| by threats and intimidation, in order that 
there should be a forced sale of the land to the 
| Congested Districts Board for division among 
‘the people. Mr. O’Kelly called upon 
‘the people’ to boycott any persons attempt- 
ing to buy the farms, though there was no 
plea of previous occupancy or claim by evicted 
tenants. He boasted that, by combination, 
all bidders would be excluded, and went on to 
say that, if the demand for division through 
the Board was not quickly complied with, 
‘let Mr. Bryce and those associated with 
him understand that those who find them- 
| selves at the head of the people will be 
| constrained to have no further responsibility 
for maintaining peace and order.’ A few days 
later he said, in the plainest language, ‘ They 
wanted this auction smashed ; let them kill it, 
land save themselves and save the West.’ 
| ‘hese terrorist appeals were unnoticed by the 
| Government, and some weeks later Mr. 
O’Kelly, encouraged by impunity, addressed 
another meeting at Callow, denouncing a man 
who was openly named as a grabber.’ ‘ Are 
you not going,’ he said, ‘to bring sufficient 
pressure on him to compel him to yield up his 
ill-gotten goods?’ They should make the 
offender ‘teel that he is a public enemy, and 
must take the consequences of being a public 
enemy.’” + 





This is the gentleman who has been 
appointed by His Majesty’s Government 
to serve as an impartial member of this 
Commission to inquire into the working 
| of the Congested Districts Board. 


I trust I shall hear from the noble Earl 
or from some Member of the Cabinet 
reasons to explain this appointment. I 
ask them, if they do not approve of the 
language which has been made use of by 
Mr. Conor O’Kelly, how they can agree 
to his appointment. Perhaps it is difficult 
to displace any member already appointed 
on the Commission, but it is the absolute 
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duty of His Majesty’s Government to add 
to the Commission a number of gentlemen 
who at any rate will counteract the 
opinions of other members whose views 
are already known. We know full well 
that the other members of the Commission 
are more or less what are called in Ireland 
as “ Devolutionists.” They do not appeal 
to the Unionist Party in Ireland and do 
not represent the views of the Loyalist 
section, and unless some additions are 
made to the Commission it is easy for 
anyone acquainted with Ireland to fore- 
cast what will be the Report of that 
Commission. The Report will be signed, 
perhaps, by all the members with the 
exception of the one representative of the 
landowning and Loyalist class in Ireland, 
Sir John Colomb. Of what use will that 
be? We do not ask that any names 
should be eliminated from the Com- 
mission, but that there should be added 
gentlemen who represent the views of the 
landowning and industrial class. In that 
way you might obtain a satisfactory 
Report, and arrive at a conclusion which 
might be for the benefit of Ireland. 


*LorpD ORANMORE and BROWNE: 
My Lords, I hope His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment may be able to assure us that they 
are willing to give a favourable considera- 
tion to the suggestions put forward by 
my noble friend Lord Clonbrock. — It 
would be impossible to affirm that Irish 
landowners view with unmixed pleasure 
the appointment of this Commission. 
For the last thirty-five years they have 
seen portions of their property taken 
away from them little by little; they 
have been obliged to accept tenants 
without any choice as to who they should 
be; they have seen their land in many 
cases deteriorated by bad cultivation and 
want of capital ; they have found them- 
selves changed from the position of 
landowners to merely rent-chargers with 
an ever-decreasing rent charge ; but still 
some of them have had a certain amount 
of untenanted land which they have been 
able to work in a satisfactory way. Irish 
landlords, like everybody else, know that 
the public welfare must in the end prevail, 
and if it is decided that it is for the 
future good that they should be deprived 
of their lands they will bow to the in- 
evitable, always hoping and_ believing 
that they will obtain the same compensa- 
tion as would be accorded to landowners 
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in this country or in Scotland were their 
land taken compulsorily. 


I should like, very briefly, to consider 
the composition of this Commission. I 
am not going through all the names 
of the gentlemen upon it, and I do not 
need to say very much with regard 
to one member of the Commission, Mr. 
Conor O'Kelly, as the noble Marquess 
(Lord Londonderry) has already given us 
full particulars of his career. But I 
should like to say that Mr. Conor O'Kelly 
has lived all his life in a congested 
district ; that he has taken great interest 
in the subject of congestion ; that he has 
urged his views in violent speeches, and 
that he represents that class of anti- 
English Irishmen who advocate the well 
known single ticket to Holyhead as suffi- 
cient compensation for any confiscation of 
landlords’ property. This gentleman may 
be an excellent exponent of the views of 
the extreme party, and, as I do not sup- 
pose it is contended for one moment that 
this Commission is impartial but is 
intended to represent al! shades of view, 
he may be a proper person put on it; 
but we have a strong case to urge that in 
opposition to him we should have some- 
hody representing the landowners of the 
west, who may represent to the Commis- 
sion, in the first place, that compulsion is 
absolutely unnecessary, and that it is 
easy to get sufficient land voluntarily if 
the Land Commissioners are prepared to 
give a proper price for it. In addition to 
that, there is the argument of my noble 
friend Lord Clonbrock as to the land in 
many cases being unsuitable for breaking 
up. Again what is the use of giving land 
to tenants if you do not give them money 
to stock it or work it with ? 


I do not think it is understood in 
England what an important body the 
graziers of Ireland are, and how they 
represent the middle-class in that 
country. If you do away with them 
and if the grass lands are broken up, you 
will deprive the tenants of those to whom 
they look to purchase their cattle when 
they are a year or so old. Another point 
which the representative of the landlord 
could urge on this Commission is that if 
you take away all the advantages of 
country life landlords will remove to 
England, taking with them not only the 
£112,000,000 provided under the Act of 
1903, but whatever additional money 


may be necessary for carrying out the 
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work of this Commission. It may be 
urged by the Nationalist Party that if 
somebody representing the landowners is 
placed on this Commission we shall have 
too much representation. By all means 
let another Nationalist be added. The 
great point in a Commission of this kind 
is that it should be as far as_ possible 
satisfactory to everybody. If we obtain 
more representation, whatever the Report 
of the Commission may be, I think it 
would be received, if not with acclamation, 
at least with resignation by the land- 
owners of Ireland. 
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Lorp DENMAN: My Lords, I am 
much obliged to the noble Lord opposite 
for his courtesy in giving me private 
notice of the Question which he has put 
on the Paper to-day, and I hope that 
I may respectfully express my sense of 
the studiously moderate and carefully 
considered speeches which have been 
delivered by the noble Lords who have 
so far taken part in thisdebate. Perhaps 
the noble Lord opposite will allow me, 
first of all, categorically to answer the 
Questions he has put on the Paper. The 
noble Lord asks, first, whether it is the 
fact that the Royal Commission on Con- 
gestion in Ireland is to inquire into the 
working of the Congested Districts 
Board, and the relations of the Board 
with the Land Commission and_ the 
Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction. The Answer to that Question 
is in the affirmative. I have here the 
full terms of the reference to the Royal 
Commission, but I expect the noble Lord 
has them in his possession and I need 
not read them. 


THe EArt or MAYO: Did they 
appear in 7'he Times! 

Lorp DENMAN: I am not sure in 
what papers they appeared, but they have 
appeared in the Press. Lord Clonbrock 
asked, as a supplementary Question, 
whether it is proposed to extend the 
scope of this Commission all over Ireland. 
So far as I know, that is the case. 


*Lorp CLONBROCK: All over Ire- 
land 1 


Lorp DENMAN: AIl over the con- 
gested districts of Ireland. Then the 
noble Lord asks in his Question whether 
two of the members of the Commission 


Lord Oranmore and Browne, 
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are also members of the Congested 


Districts Board. The Answer to that is 


in the affirmative. The two gentlemen 
are Dr. O’Donnell, the Bishop of 
Raphoe, and Sir Antony MacDonnell, 
The noble Lord then asked, and he was 
reinforced by the noble Marquess, 
whether there is any precedent for 
appointing to a Commission to inquire 
into the working of a public board or de- 
partment persons who are themselves 
members of the board or department. 
The Answer to that Question is also in the 
affirmative. 


Tue MARQUESS OF LONDONDERRY: 
Can the noble Lord give us the pre- 
cedent ¢ 


Lorp DENMAN: Yes. On the Uni- 
versity of London Commission in 1898, 
which was appointed by Statute to re- 
constitute the University, two members 
of London University were appointed. 
Then there is another instance, when a 
fellow of Trinity College, Dublin, was 
appointed as one of the Commissioners at 
the Trinity College inquiry. But an 
even more striking incident which I can 
quote as a precedent recently took place 
in Ireland. I refer to the action of the 
late Government in 1898, when the 
entire Intermediate Education Board 
were appointed as a Royal Commission 
to inquire into the system of intermediate 
education in Ireland as administered by 
themselves, and into the practical working 
of that system. I would further point 
out that no other members whatever 
were appointed upon that Commission. 


Referring generally to the questions 
which noble Lords opposite have raised, 
I may say that the Government have 
thought it desirable that there should be 
on the Commission, which is not appointed 
in any sense in hostility to the Congested 
Districts Board, two members of the 
Board whose practical knowledge of the 
problems to be dealt with will aid their 
fellow Commissioners. Noble Lords as- 
serted that His Majesty’s Government 
had not given sufficient representation to 
the landlord interest, but I was glad to 
notice that they went out of their way to 
speak in eulogistic terms of Sir John 
Colomb as a gentleman well fitted to 
serve on the Commission for this purpose. 
Surely Sir John Colomb may be trusted 
to take care, to a considerable extent, at 
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all events, of the landlord’s interests on this 
particular Commission. He is an Irish 
landowner who resides in the neighbour- 
hood of Kerry, one of the congested 
districts, and I am informed that he owns 
over 3,000 acres of land in that county. 

His Majesty's Government consider 
that the Commission is well constituted 
for the purpose of this inquiry, and they 
do not think its. efficiency would be 
increased by any addition to its numbers. 
Reference has been made to the question 
of compulsion as applied to the purchase 
of land in congested districts. I regret 
that, from my slight experience of these 
matters, I am unable to follow noble 
Lords offhand into a discussion on this 
point; but [ undertake to represent what 
has been said upon it to the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: My Lords, I 
assume that the main object in appoint- 
ing a Royal Commission is to endeavour 
to obtain a fair and impartial Report from 
those who have been placed on the 
Commission with a view to their 
representative character and to the know- 
ledge they can bring to bear on the 
question. It is quite obvious that a 
Commission which does not fairly 
represent the various interests involved 
The 
noble Lord who has just spoken stated 
the scope of this Commission, which is 
as wide as could well be conceived ; it is 
not confined to Connaught but is to 
apply to every part of Treland in which 
any person can suggest there is a con- 
gested district. That shows the great 
width of this inquiry, and it is obvious, 
therefore, that all who are deeply 
interested in the finding of the Commis- 
sion should have legitimate and fair 
representation upon it. That is not 
saying toomuch. There is no one in this 
House who is more respected in Ireland 
or who carries more weight than my 
noble friend Lord Clonbrock, and the 
views he has expressed are worthy of 
serious attention of his Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. 

The noble Lord who replied on behalf 
of the Irish Government quoted prece- 
dents, but I venture to think they have 
no bearing upon this question. The 
placing of a fellow of a University ona 
Commission to inquire into matters 
connected with that University is not at 
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all analogous to what has been done in 
this case. The case of the Intermediate 
Education Board is really no precedent 
at all, for that Board themselves asked 
that they should be turned into a Com- 
mission in order that they might be free 
to make representations to Parliament 
and to the Irish Government as to what 
was best to be done in regard to their 
future. ‘The present Administration is 
in its infancy, but it seems to thrive on 
Royal Commissions. His Majesty’s 
Government have three or four 
already in Ireland. That is a fair begin- 
ning. They appointed a Commission a- 
couple of months ago to inquire into Sir 
Horace Plunkett's department, but they 
did not put Sir Horace or any member of 
his staff on the Commission. They did 
not do so because they wanted an indepen- 
dent examination as to the working of his 
Board. 


The landowners of Connaught, which is 
the largest province, and contains the 
greatest number of congested districts, 
have no representation whatever on this 
Commission. Is that fair or just in view 
of the fact that the Commission is 
intended to inquire largely into how in 
future Connaught landowners are to be 
allowed te enjoy their property, and 
what interference they are to submit to? 
Putting it on the human ground,‘is that 
fair? Has it even the purport of fairness ? 
Sir John Colomb, whom we all highly 
respect, lives in Kerry and will be con- 
cerned with the special interests of Kerry. 
[ submit that it is grossly unfair that on 
this Commission there is not a single 
representative of the landlords of the 
other portions of Ireland to say how their 
property in the congested distriets should 
be dealt with. The landowners will be 
largely on their trial. ‘They will be asked, 
‘Would not this be a good expedient ?” 
and, “Would not that be a good ex- 
pedient ?” all affecting and interfering 
with their property. On these grounds 
I think it reasonable that the Government 
shoyld consider very earnestly whether 
representatives of the landowning interest 
cannot be added to the Commission. 


THE Eart oF MAYO: My Lords, I 
have no word to say against the Congested 
Districts Board, but | would much prefer 
that the Government should deal with the 
question rather than appointa Commission 
As to the personnel of the Commission, 
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we have, first, the Bishop of Raphoe and 
Sir Antony MacDonnell, who are members 
of the Congested Districts Board. No 
member has done his work better or is 
more respected than the Bishop of Raphoe. 
He is an excellent member of that Board, 
but he is asked to inquire into what he 
has been doing himself. As Under-Sec- 
retary for Ireland one would naturally 
think that Sir Antony MacDonnell would 
have quite enough to do while the Chief 
Secretary is entirely in this country in 
looking after affairs in Ireland without 
being placed on the Commission. 


Congested 


The main point is that this Commission 
is going to inquire into the congested 
state of the West, but there is not a 
single representative of land on the Com- 
mission except Sir John Colomb. Accord- 
ing to the noble Lord who spoke on behalf 
of the Irish Office, Sir John Colomb 
possesses 3,000 acres of land in Kerry, 
but he does not own land in the West. 
I ask whether the Commission will be 
likely to have much weight in Ireland 
when it has upon it no representative of 
the West or North and no representative 
of those small industries in Ireland which 
the Congested Districts Board have done 
so much to foster? The Chief Secretary 
in his speech said— 

“Ve heartily echoed the opinion expressed 
by hon. Members that the Commission ought 
not to be in any sense partisan, but should be 
one which would inspire contidence. It was not 
altogether easy, however, ina country so much 
divided by political Parties as Great Britain 
to find people with absolutely open and dis- 
passionate minds, but he would do his best to 
find people who would inspire confidence.” + 


Speaking as an Irish landlord, and 
knowing that I am backed by the opinion 
of a great many people who are not land- 
owners, I frankly declare that the 
Commission as appointed by the Govern- 
ment does not inspire confidence in the 
country. 


I notice that the noble Lord 
who answered on behalf of the Govern- 
ment most carefully avoided any refer- 
ence to Mr. Conor O'Kelly. I ask noble 
Lords opposite, is the name of Mr. Conor 
O’Kelly and the recollection of speeches 
he has made likely to inspire confidence 


in the conclusions of a Commission of 
which that gentleman is a member ? 


This matter was put most directly to the 
Government, but the noble Lord shirked 


1 See (4) Dehates. elix., 1208, 
The Earl of Mayo, 
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I hope before 
this debate closes we shall hear some. 
thing on this point from a member of the 
Government and that we shall be shown 
what were the special qualifications of 
Mr. Conor O'Kelly for a seat on the 
Commission. Iam aware that Mr. Conor 
O'Kelly takes the greatest interest in 
congested districts. Not only Nation- 
alist Members desire to lessen the evils 
of congestion ; a great many of the Party 
and class to which I belong wish to see 
the West put into a much better condi- 
tion than it is in at present. That isa 
matter of means, a matter of being 
generous with money properly adminis- 
tered by the Congested Districts Board 
and the Estates Commissioners. ‘These 
bodies could deal with the subject if 
properly backed by the Government, and 
Ido not think there is any necessity for 
a Royal Commission, especially one con- 
stituted as this one is. 


*THE LORD PRESIDENT or tHe 
COUNCIL (The Earl of Crewe): My 
Lords, I hope I may be allowed to begin 
by re-echoing what fell from my noble 
friend behind me, and congratulating 
noble Lords opposite upon the great 
moderation with which they have treated 
this question. Irish Questions, as we 
know, are sometimes apt to arouse strong 
feelings, and strong feelings occasionally 
produce strong language; but on this 
occasion I am sure we shall all agree that 
the subject has been treated with a 
sobriety and moderation in every way 
becoming to debates in your Lordships’ 
House. 


I am quite certain that in appointing 
this Commission the Chief Secretary and 
the Irish Government had every desire 
to meet the reasonable wishes of the 
land-owning class in Ireland, but I can- 
not help thinking that the point at which 
we on this side join issue with noble 
Lords opposite is that we have a some- 
what different idea of what the composi- 
tion of a Royal Commission as such ought 
to be, and what is necessary in consider- 
ing the names of individuals who are to 
he placed on such a Commission. It 
does not appear to me to be in many 
cases possible, and I cannot myself see 
that it is even always desirable, to 
attempt to represent upon a Royal Com- 
mission every possible interest in relation 
to the subject to be inquired into, After 
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all, the main functions of a Commission; it would be more accurate to say he 


are to take certain evidence and 


embody in a Report the conclusions which | 


to | 


they themselves arrive at from that evi- | 


dence. If the Report can be a unanimous | 


one, so much the better; but if, as 
sometimes happens, a Royal Commission 
is so composed that it is quite impossible 
to produce a unanimous Report, the con- 
clusions of the Commission, I think, 
are thereby often greatly weakened, as 
people treat the different Reports as 
being essentially partisan and attach less 
weight to them than they would to a 
Report arrived at in a more unanimous 
manner, 


As to this particular Commission, it 
appears to me that noble Lords some- 
what misunderstand the object with 
which the Commission is appointed. This 
Commission is not appointed to inquire 
into the Congested Districts Board in 


was placed on this Commission 
in his capacity as Under-Secretary. 
Something has been said about the 
personnel of the Commission, but there 
has been one very notable omission from 
the speeches of the noble Lords in deal- 
ing with that matter. I have heard no 
allusion to the Chairman of the Commis- 
sion, Lord Dudley. I should certainly have 
supposed that in appointing as Chairman 
of the Commission the Lord-Lieutenant 


|of Ireland under the late Government, 


| the 


present Irish Government were 
offering the strongest pledge of their 
5 > z 


| desire for an impartial review of this 


| question. 


anything like a hostile sense, or even in | 


a strictly critical sense. It is simply 


designed to assist the working of the | 
this and upon all other matters connected 


Congested Districts Board, of which all 


of us who have had experience can speak | 
in the highest terms, and to see whether | 


its beneficent action can be advan- 
tageously extended to some districts 
which at present do not fall within its 
purview. ‘That appears to me a complete 
answer to the question of the noble Lord 


as to placing members of the Congested | 


Districts board on this Commission. 
The case which the noble Marquess stated 
of an imaginary Commission to inquire 
into a railway, on which the deputy- 
chairman and general manager were 
placed, does not really apply, because 
what is done is not to inquire so much 


Districts Board as to call that Board into 
council with a view, as I have said, of 





seeing whether its operations can be ex- | 


tended. 


In those circumstances 
cannot see that there is any impropriety 


I confess [}! 
| Important 


whatever in placing on the Commission | 


the Board 
As regards 


a distinguished member of 
such as Bishop O'Donnell. 


the Under-Seeretary, he is a member | 


of the Congested Districts Board and | 


through that means has acquired, I have 
no doubt, a large knowledge of this 
question ; but I do not think it would be 
reasonable to say that it is purely as a 
member of the Board that he is placed on 
the Commission. I should have thought 


We know, of course, that 
Lord Dudley did not find himself in 
absolute accord with the whole of Irish 
opinion during the full period of his 
stay in Ireland, but I think we are bound 
to assume, as he held the ottice of Viceroy 
up to the moment of the resignation of 
the late Government, that he represents 
the views of noble Lords opposite upon 


with Ireland. Then as regards the 
question of landlord representation. I 
need say nothing with regard to Sir 
John Colomb, whose name has received 
so many tributes in this debate. I am 
under the impression that Mr. Kavanagh 
is also a landowner, and a member of 
the Irish Landowners’ Convention. 


Lorp ASHBOURNE: No. 
*Lorp CLONBROCK: He has with- 


drawn himself from the Convention 
owing, I suppose, to a change of opinion. 
But, at any rate, he is not a land-owner 


| in the West. 


into the proceedings of the Congested | 


*Tue Ear, or CREWE: But he is 
a land-owner. On the question of the 
importance of the land-owning element 
heing represented, | come back to what 
I said before, that, after all, the 
point is not so much 
who sits on the Commission as repre- 
senting a particular set views. 
The important point is to see that all 
those who sit on the Commission are men 
of ability who take a general interest in 
these questions, and are, therefore, likely 
to secure all the evidence obtainable from 
every class of person in Ireland upon the 
question which they have to decide. 
Lord Clonbrock mentioned an_ in- 
teresting point as to the varying character 


ot 
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of the grazing lands in the West, stating 
that there was a considerable area of 
these lands not fitted for turning into 
farms in the manner with which we are 
so familiar. I should have thought that 
a matter which is certain to be inquired 
into by the Commission. Every oppor- 
tunity will be given to those who desire 
to press that point, and I cannot for the 
life of me see how its discussion would be 
facilitated by the fact that some gentle- 
man who happens,to be a landlord owning 
grazing land of that kind had a seat on 
the Commission. The same thing applies 
to the cottage industries. There, again, 
it is quite incredible that any Commission 
worthy of the name could omit inquiry 
into those industries ; and I am glad to 
think that there can be no disagreement 
as to the desirability of increasing the 
small industries of Ireland. 


With regard to Mr. Conor O’Kelly, I 
am not personally acquainted with his 
eareer. I read the article which appeared 
in The Times of this morning, and in 
which he is'no doubt very unfavourably 
mentioned, and I do know this much 
—that he has taken an active part 
in the agitation for dividing grazing lands 
into small holdings. I believe it is also 
the case that he has, I am afraid like 
many others, used unwarrantably strong 
language in presenting his views. 
at the same time I would ask noble Lords 
to remember that he has, by the admis- 
sion of Lord Oranmore and others, taken 


a very special interest in this subject and | 


has a very special knowledge of it ; and it 
certainly cannot be regarded as unnatural 
or unreasonable in the abstract that a 
Member of Parliament representing one 
of the divisions of a county that contains 
more small holdings and a larger con- 
gested district than any other—the 
county of Mayo—should appear on the 
Commission. 


I am sorry we have not been able to 
meet noble Lords opposite in this matter. 
It is not on account of any indifference 
on the part of the Chief Secretary or 
the Irish Government in considering the 

Lhe Earl of Crewe. 
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just claims of Irish landlords, but it 
is rather because we do not take pre- 
cisely the same view of the necessary 
composition and of the functions of a 
Royal Commission as appears to be taken 
by the noble Lords opposite. 


*Tue MArquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I think there would have been 
more point in the noble Earl’s compli- 
ments on the moderation of the speeches 
to-night if he had been able to announce 
that the representations made with so 
much earnestness would receive con- 
sideration at the hands of His Majesty’s 
Ministers ; because, after 
agreed in this, that what is most neces 
sary is that this 
should inspire public confidence; and 


all, we are 
Royal Commission 


itis quite clear that at some points the 
Commission, as now constituted, stops far 
short of doing so. 


I may, however, say at once that I do 
not go quite so far as some of my noble 
friends in objecting to the presence upon 
the Commission of gentlemen who are 
themselves members of the Conzestel 
Districts Board. If the inguiry had 
been an inquiry into alleged malpractices 
on the part of the Congested Districts 
Board, it would have obviously been 
a scandal that members of that Board 
should be given a place upon the Com- 
mission. But, after listening to what 
has been said by noble Lords opposite, 
I gather that this is by no means the 
case. What I understand is desired is 
that there should be an inquiry directed 
to increasing the usefulness of the Board, 
extending the scope of its operations, 
and simplifying its procedure, _ parti- 
cularly by avoiding a certain conflict of 
authority which I believe at 
exists between the Board and _ other 
public boards in Ireland. That being so, 
I do not take the same objections which 
some of my noble friends do to the inclu- 


present 


| sion of two members of the Board upon the 


Royal Commission ; for I think we are 


all agreed in desiring that the work 
of the Congested Districts Board 
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should be facilitated and its usefulness 
increased. I am under the impression 
from what has come within my own 
observation that the Board has done an 
immense deal of good in many parts of Ire- 
land in a very unobtrusive way and upon 
very cheap and economical terms. I for 
one, therefore, am glad to see anything 
done that will increase the usefulness of 
the Congested Districts Board, and I can 
understand that there should be some 
advantage in associating with the inquiry 
one or two gentlemen who have experi- 
ence as members of the Board. 


The discussion which has taken place 
with regard to the personnel of the 
Commission is a good illustration of the 
difficulty which is always encountered by 
the Government of the day when it 
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is called upon to bring together a Royal 
Commission. To my mind the ideal | 
Commission is one composed of judicially- | 
minded persons, one from which all parti- | 
sans are excluded, and which corrects | 
what one may call partisan information | 
by means of the examination of witnesses ; 
but, unluckily, that is not, as a general 
rule, the practice which is pursued. As 
arule our Commissions are made up of 
representatives taken from both camps if 
there are two, and from three or four 
camps if there are three or four cleavages 
of opinion. The result is not altogether 
satisfactory. We often get a Report 
which bears on every line of it the 
evidence of unsatisfactory compromise, or 
if that does not happen, we get what Mr. 
Gladstone once described as a litter of 
Leports, 


The difficulty to which I am referring 
presents itself in an acute form in 
Ireland, where every one who has 
opinions worth considering is either a 
partisan or is regarded as a partisan by 
hisneighbours. It is extremely difficult 
in Ireland to get together a body of 
gentlemen whose findings would be 
regarded by the general public as entirely 
beyond suspicion. I therefore do not 
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selecting Commissioners committed to 
certain views as to the questions at 
issue. Some of their selections seem 
to me to have been most judicious. 
Several noble Lords have already borne 
witness to Sir John Colomb’s ability and 
industry, and I rejoice tu chink that so 
able a public servant as Sir Francis 
Mowatt should be associated with him. 
But I am bound to say also, after 
listening to the speeches of my noble 
friends, that in some points this Commis- 
sion is not as satisfactorily constituted as 
it might have been in regard both to 
those who are included in its number and 
those who are excluded from the body. 

Ido not think the defence made by 
the noble Earl who has just spoken of 
Mr. Conor O’Kelly’s previous conduct 
was a very emergetic or convincing one. 
I cannot help thinking that his name 
might have been omitted with advantage. 
I cannot help saying, also, that the 
Commission would have been stronger 
in the public confidence it would have 
commanded, if, at all events, one or two 
representatives of those western landlords, 
who will be so largely affected by the 
finding, had been added to the number of 
the Commissioners. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
past Six o’clock, till To- 
morrow, half-past Ten o’clock, 


—-~—- — 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 23rd July, 1906. 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway 
Bill. Lords Amendments considered, 
and agreed to. 


Cardiff Railway Bill [Lords]. Read 
the third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments, 
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County of Durham Electric Power 
Supply Bill [Lords]. To be read the 
third time To-morrow. 


Returns, 


Neweastle-upon-Tyne Electric Supply 
Bill [Lords]. Read the third time and 
passed, with Amendments. 


Wallasey Tramways and Improvements 
Bill (Lords] (King’s Consent signified). 
Bill read the third time and passed, with 
amendments. 


Crediton Gas Bill {Lords}; Havana 
United Railways and Kegla Warehouses 
Bill [Lords]. As amended, considered ; 
t» be read the third time. 


Kent Electric Power Bill [Lords]. 
As amended, considered; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


Truro Gas Bill [Lords]. As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time. 


Bute (English and Welsh) Estates Bill 
[Lords]. Read a second time, and com- 
mitted. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill. Lords Amendments con- 
sidered, and agreed to. 


Nettlebed and District Commons Bill 
[Lords] ; Shropshire, Worcestershire, and 
Staffordshire Hlectric Power Bill [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDON AND 
CHATHAM RAILWAY BILL. 


*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) said he 
had intended on the part of the City 
Corporation further to oppose this Bill 
with a view of having considered the 
condition of Ludgate Hill Station, but 
the company had approached him and 
had promised to submit to the Corpora- 
tion in the autumn a scheme with plans 
for the improvement of the station. 
That being so, he would not now further 
oppose the Bill, bearing in mind the 
period of the session and the fact that 
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the Corporation had no desire to defeat 
this particular Bill. 


Bill as amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time. 





} 
| MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

| ‘That they have agreed to: Local 
| Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) 
Bill; Local Government Schemes (Lon- 
don and Penge, ete.) Bill ; Great Northern 
| Railway Bill; London, Brighton, and 
| South Coast Railway Bill, without Amend- 
ment. 


} 

| 

| Rochester, Chatham, and Strood Gas 
| Bill; Bacup Corporation Bill; London 
| County Council (Tramways and Improve- 
| ments) Bill, with Amendments. 


| Amendments to Education Board 
Provisional Order Confirmation (London, 
No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 


Wolstanton United Urban District 
Council Gas Bill [Lords], without Amend- 
ment. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION ENGLAND AND WALES 
BILI 


aha 


Petition from Leicester, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (CONSTITUTIONS OF 
TRANSVAAL AND THE ORANGE 
RIVER COLONIES). 


Petition from Cape Colony, for en- 
franchisement of the coloured races; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRANSVAAL AND ORANGE RIVER 
COLONY. 


Copy presented, of Further Correspon- 
dence relating to affairs in the Transvaal 
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and Orange River Colony [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


NATAL. 


Copy presented, of Further Correspon- | 


dence relating to Native Disturbances in 
Natal [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 
BRITISH GUIANA, 
Copy presented, of Further Correspon- 
dence relating to Disturbances in British 


(ruiana [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
3675 to 3678 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


MOTOR CARS (ROYAL COMMISSION). 


Copy presented, of Report of the Royal | 


Commission on Motor Cars. Vol. L., 
Report. Vol. II, Minutes of Evidence, 
with Appendices and Index {by Com 
mand]; to lie upon the Vable. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


Copy presented, of Minute of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education in Scot- 
land, dated July 19th, 1906, providing 
for Special Grants in aid of certain School 


Boards in Scotland [hy Command | ; to | 


lie upon the Table. 


ROYAL UNIVERSITY OF 

Copies presented, of Royal Warrants, 
dated September 16th, 1905, and June 6th, 
1906, amending the Statutes of the 
University [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENG- 
LAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND). 
Return presented, relative therete 
[ordered July 3rd; Mr. John Connor | ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


|No. 276. | 


HOUSES OF PA RLIAMENT (FRESCOES). 


Copy presented, of Further Memor- 
anda by Professor Church, F.R.S., cone 


VOL. CLXI. (FourtH SErirs.] 
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| cerning the Wall Paintings in the Palace 
of Westminster |by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

| 

TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 


| Return ordered, “(1) from each Sav- 
| ings Bank in England and Wales, Scot- 
‘land, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, 
containing, in columus, the names of the 
Officers, their respective salaries, and 
other allowances, if any ; the amount of 
| security each gives ; the annual expenses 
of management, inclusive of all payments 
and salaries, for the year ended the 20th 
Day of November, 1905; the rate per 
| centum per annum on the capital of the 
| Bank for the expenses of management ; 
| the rate of interest paid to Depositors on 
| the various amounts of deposit, and the 
| average rate of interest on all accounts ; 
‘the number of accounts remaining open ; 
'the total amount owing to Depositors ; 
| the total amount invested with the Com- 
missioners for the Reduction of the 
National Debt; the balance in the hands 
of the Treasurer at the 20th day of 
November, 1905 ; the total amount of the 
separate Surplus Fund on the 20th day 
of November; 1905; other assets, includ- 
ing estimated value of Bank premises, 
. furniture, ete. ; the total assets ; the total 
amount of Government Stock standing 
| to the credit of Depositors; the number 
; and amount of annuities granted ; and 
the average cost of each transaction ; also 
the year in which business commenced 
in each Bank, and the name of the day 
‘or days, and the number of hours in 
the week, on which the Banks are open: 
for the deposit and withdrawal of moneys ;: 
including in such Return a list of all such 
Savings Banks as, under the provisions of 
the Act 26 Vie. c. 14, or otherwise, have: 
been closed and have transferred their’ 
funds, or any part thereof, to the Post 
Office Savings Banks ; showing, in each 
case, the number of such Banks as-well as: 
the number and amount of Depositors’ 
accounts so transferred, and the-amount 
of compensation, if any, made to all or 
any of the Officers of such Banks respec- 
tively ; and showing also the years in 
which such Banks were respectively 
opened and closed, and the number and 
amount of their Depositors’ balances, and 
the number of days and hours in each 
week on which the same Banks were open 
for public business at the close of the 
year next preceding the date of such 
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closing ; distinguishing the same, as in 
the Return, for each separate county, 
as well as collectively, for England 
and Wales, Scotland, Ireland, and the 
Channel Islands, and for the United 
Kingdom: and (2) for the year ending 
the 20th day of November, 1905, showing 
the total number of Depositors in Trustee 
Savings Banks; the total number of 
deposits; the average amount of each 
deposit account ; the average sums paid 
in and drawn out; the total number of 
persons who have deposited in single 
sums the entire amount allowed to be 
deposited during the year (in continuation 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 275, of 
Session 1905).”—(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


Questions. 


—-—— 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Overtime and Sunday Duty in London 
Telephone Department. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Finsbury, Central): 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he is aware that the new duty has been 
instituted in the London Telephone 
Department, whereby a number of women 
operators are instructed to hold them- 
selves in readiness for work on Sundays, 
and consequently are compelled to remain 
at home, awaiting an urgent summons 
for duty ; and will he say whether any 
payment is made to the operators thus 
listed for duty ; and, if not, whether he 
will consider the advisability of giving 
some remuneration to these emergency 
operators. 


Mr. STEADMAN: To ask the Post- 
master-General whether he is aware that 
restrictions are placed upon the obtaining 
of substitutes for Sunday duty among the 
women telephonists in London; and 
whether he will give instructions that 
owing to the nature of this duty the 
fullest liberty shall be given to the 
women to obtain exchanges of duty or 
substitution for Sunday work. 


Mr. STEADMAN: To ask the Post- 
master-General whether he is aware that 
female telephone operators in London are 
frequently kept on overtime for long 
periods without notice being given to 
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them ; whether he will issue instructions 
that the women may be warned in 
advance in order that they may make 
arrangements ; and whether he will state 
the number of hours’ overtime performed 
by women telephonists in London during 
the past twelve weeks. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buaton.) It 
will be convenient, I think, that I should 
answer the hon. Member’s three Questions 
together. The hon. Member is under a 
misapprehension in supposing that a new 
duty has been instituted in connection 
with Sunday work in the London Tele- 
phone Department. Every _ telephone 
operator is engaged on the understanding 
that she shall take her share in Sunday 
duty. This is a necessary incident of the 
work, and I do not think it is advisable 
that any payment should be made unless 
the operator is called upon for actual 
duty. No restrictions are placed in the 
way of obtaining substitutes for Sunday 
duty, except such as are made to secure 
that an operator should not be called 
upon for duty on two successive Sundays, 
and that the Department should not be 
called upon to pay a larger sum for the 
substitute than would be paid for the 
operator whose turn it originally was to 
perform Sunday duty. As regards the 
third Question, operators are given as 
long notice as possible when they are 
required to work overtime ; but it is 
sometimes impossible to determine until 
the time arrives whether overtime work 
will be necessary. The number of hours 
of extra duty, exclusive of Sunday duty, 
performed by women telephonists in 
London during the twelve weeks ended 
July 6th last was 2,060. But this amount 
of overtime was due to exceptional causes, 
and I hope it may be possible, as these 
causes disappear, to reduce overtime to a 
minimum. 


London Postmen and County Council 
Elections. 

Mr. WILES (Islington, $.): To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he is 
now ina position to make such alterations 
in the regulations governing London 
postmen that will permit them to exercise 
ordinary civil rights in connection with 
county council elections. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 1 
had intended to deal with the Question 








Questions. 


of the present regulations which prohibit | 


postal servants from taking any part in 
county council elections. I found, how- 
ever, that the Committee on Post Office 
Servants was taking evidence in regard to 
the whole question of civil rights, and 
under these circumstances I think it well 
to postpone action for the present. I 
believe that no county council elections 
will take place until next spring. 


Employment of Children Act — By-laws 
for the County of London. 


Mr. H. J. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department when he proposes to 
sanction the by-laws for the county of 
London under the Employment of 
Children Act, 1903. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) I 
have every hope that a settlement will 
be reached this week. If so, my formal 
sanction will follow as soon as the pro- 
visions of Section 4 of the Act have been 
complied with. 


Delay in Telegraphing Mr. Haldane’s 


Speech to Norwich. 

Mr. TILLETT (Norwich) : To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the delay which 
took place in transmitting to the pro- 
vincial newspapers the statement made 
by the Secretary of State for War in the 
House on Thursday, the 12th July; 
whether he is aware that, although the 
first portion of the message was handed 
in at 6.7 pm., the first line of the speech 
of the Secretary of State for War was 
not received at the Norwich post office 
until 10.59 p.m. ; and whether his depart- 
ment will take steps to avoid such delays 
in future, 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) I 
am not aware of any general delay in 
transmitting the speech to the provincial 
newspapers, but it is unfortunately the 
case that the report for a Norwich news- 
paper was overlooked at the Central 
Telegraph Office and not discovered until 
application was made for it. There was 


great pressure of business at the time, | 
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and this newspaper was one of a number 
included in a list of newspapers furnished 
by a press agency to each of which a copy 
of the report was to be sent. The other 
copies were, so far as I know, received in 
due course. 


(Juestions. 


Commissioners for Publishing the 
Ancient Laws of Ireland. 


Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.) : To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
names of the present Commissioners for 
publishing the ancient laws of Ireland 
showing, in respect of each, the date of 
appointment, qualification (if any) as 
Gaelic scholar, and, in the absence of 
such qualification, reason for appoint- 
ment ; and whether, in view of the 
criticism to which the work of this Com- 
mission has been subjected, he will 
consider the advisability of withdrawing 
the Commission and afterwards setting 
up a new Commission selected from 
among qualified Gaelic scholars, and pro- 
vided with adequate means for making 
the laws and literature of ancient Ireland 
available to the present generation. 


(Answered by Mr, Bryce.) The Com- 
mission for the publication of the ancient 
laws and institutes of Ireland, having 
finished its labours, has ceased to exist. 
It was originally appointed in 1852, and 
was reconstituted in 1883. It presented 
its Report on June 18th, 1902, which 
shows that it had then completed its 
work of transcribing, translating, and 
publishing the ancient laws of Ireland, 
commonly called the Brehon laws. The 
Report, which was presented to Parlia- 
ment, bears the No. (Cd. 1172] of the 
year 1902. As to the editing and pub- 
lication of other ancient manuscripts 
relating to Ireland, I beg to refer to my 
Answer to the hon. Baronet the Member 
for North Wexford on June 25th.+ The 
whole subject is under consideration. 


Translation of Ancient Laws of Ireland. 

Mr. GINNELL: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he has yet had time to make 





+ See (4) Debates, clix., 593. 
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himself acquainted with the quantity of 
the ancient Irish literature still in 
manuscript untranslated ; if he is aware 
of the character of some translations that 
have been made, and, especially the 
necessity for a new translation of the 
ancient laws of Ireland ; and if, in view 
of the interest in archaic Celtic, especially 
Gaelic, literature, and the magnitude 
and importance of the work, he will con- 
sider the preparation of a scheme for 
having it undertaken on an adequate 
scale by the State with the voluntary 
co-operation of the best Celtic societies 
and scholars. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 have not 
had time since I entered upon office to 
study ancient Celtic or, indeed, any other 
literature ; but I am aware that there is 
a great deal of ancient Irish literature 
still in manuscript untranslated, and that 
some translations which have been made 
are deemed unsatisfactory. I believe 
that it would be desirable to have, not 
only a new translation, but a new critical 
edition in the original of the ancient 
Brehon laws. The scholars who pro 
duced the existing translation were 
naturally hampered by the difficulty of 
attaching definite values to ancient and 
obscure legal terms, and it is, | am in- 
formed, still doubtful whether the 
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progress of linguistic research in that 
direction has reached a stage which would 
enable these difficulties to be overcome. 
[I am, however, entirely disposed to con- 
sider a scheme for having the work 
undertaken on a large scale, but this 
would involve considerable expense. 
The Irish Government has no funds 
available for the purpose, and it would be 
necessary to obtain them from the Ex- 
chequer. It would, moreover, be neces- 
sary to consult the Royal Irish Academy, 
and possibly the British Academy also, 
upon the subject. 


Discharges from Woolwich Arsenal. 


Mr. CROOKS (Woolwich): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can give the House the number of 
discharges which have taken place from 
the Royal Arsenal, Woolwich, during the 
last four years, viz, engineers, skilled 
machinists, labourers, and general 
labourers, and the number of officials and 
clerical staff during the same period. 


(Answered by Mr, Seeretery Haldane.) 
Number of Officials and Clerical Staff who 
have left the Ordnance Factories, Royal 
Arsenal, during each of the four years 
ending 3lst March, 1905, 1904, 1905, 
and 1906. 





Classes included. 


Chief superintendent, military assistants, civil 

assistant, mechanical engineers, superinten- 
danger 
clerical 


dents, assistant superintendents, 
building officers, surveyors, and 
establishment - - . - 


Managers, assistant managers, chief draughts- 
man, chief designer, shop managers, super- 
foremen, 


visors, principal foremen, 
assistant foremen - - - - 


Writers (including principal foremen and fore- 
work-takers, 


men writers), draughtsmen, 
hook-keepers, rate fixers, storemen, 
keepers, messengers, and warders - 


eee 


Totals 


Year ended March 31st. 





1903. 


- 3 6 


and 


: 11 


time- 
- 57 
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Taxing of Motor Cars. (Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : To | As I stated in answer to the hon. Mem- 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if | ber’s Question on May 28th,7 the arrange- 
he will consider the expediency of placing | ment for the use of the church at Colaba 


a tax on motor cars on a scale rising in | for Presbyterian services terminates in 





proportion to their horse-power. October. During the cold weather I 
; understand that the Scottish troops at 


Colaba will use the Scottish church in 
the fort at Bombay, distant about two 
miles from their barracks. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) The ques- | 
tion of the taxation of motor cars will | 
come up for consideration when the | 
Report of the Royal Commission is in the | 
hands of the Government. In the mean- 
time it would be premature to make any | 


statement on the subject. 


Irish National Education—‘‘ Two- 
Teacher Schools.” 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.) : To ask 


|the Chief Secretary tu the Lord-Lieu- 


‘tenant of Ireland what is meant by a 


Representation of the Central Provinces 

on the Legislative Council of India. 

Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.) : | 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether, in view of the fact that in 1903 | 
the Government of India, complying | 
with the prayer of sundry memorials | 
from the people of the Central Provinces, 
were pleased to accord to district boards 
and municipalities the privilege of recom- | 
mending one nominee to a seat on the | 
Legislative Council of the Government 
of India, and to the fact that this privilege 
is now held in abeyance, and that an 
official was lately appointed to represent 
the Central Provinces in the Council, 
he will move the Government of India 
to accede to the request of the local 
provincial conferences of 1905 and 1906, 
and restore tc the district boards and 
municipalities of the Central Provinces 
and Berar the privilege of recommending 
a provincial representative on the Legis- 
lative Council. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
I expect before long to receive a com- | 
munication from the Government of | 


India. 


Church of Scotland Services for Royal 
Scots Regiment at Bombay. 

sir J. JARDINE (Roxburghshire) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the licence given by the Bishop 
of Bombay to the regiment of Royal | 
Scots to use the garrison church at | 
Colaba for religious services according to | 
the forms of the Church of Scotland 
expires in October next; and, if so, 
whether the Government in India will 
arrange to have it renewed for the 
period in which the Royal Scots are | 
quartered in Bombay. | 





| Secretary to the 


two-teacher school under the Irish 


| National Board, or does it mean a school 


having a certificated teacher and a junior 
literary assistant. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Com- 
missioners of National Education inform 


| me that a two-teacher school is one with 
| a principal and assistant teacher, or with 


a principal and a junior assistant mistress, 


Irish Education Code—Rule 127 (b). 

Mr. LUNDON: To ask the Chief 
Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland is rule 127 (b) as yet in existence 


|in the Code of the Irish National Edu- 


cation Commissioners ; is he aware that 
National school managers have in most 
parts of Ireland condemned it as being 
totally unsuited to the requirements of 
the children attending their schools ; and 
will he recommend the Commissioners 
to do away with the rule altogether. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 'The Com- 
missioners of National Education inform 
me that the rule referred to is still in 
existence. As to the remainder of the 
Question, I beg to refer to my Answer 
to the Question of the hon. Member for 
West Wicklow on February 21st last,} to 
which I have nothing to add, 


Sale of the Earl of Dunraven’s Estates. 

Mr. LUNDON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland can he say whether the Earl of 
Dunraven, having sold his estates around 
Adare, Croom, and the adjoining districts 
to the farming tenants occupying same, 
has as yet sold to the town tenants in 


* See (4) Debates, elviii., 64. 
+ See (4) Debates, clii., 352. 
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Croom and Adare, and, if so, on what! discharge on the ground of needless 


terms ; can he say whether the Earl of | expense. Mr. Vereker was eventually 
Dunraven holds any untenanted lands at | discharged in August, 1905. He did not 
the Carrigeens, west of Croom, on which | receive fees or payment of any kind for 
the labourers and the landless people of | acting as receiver after he entered the 





that locality may be quartered; and | 
have the evicted tenants Messrs. Ryan, | 

Cronin, and the others lately allowed 

back into possession of their farms as | 
yet received any aid to rebuild their | 
houses and restock their lands from the | 
Estates Commissioners. | 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates | 
Commissioners inform me that proceed- | 
ings for the sale of the village holdings | 
in Croom and Adare on the estate of the | 
Earl of Dunraven have not yet been 
instituted before them. The Commis- | 
sioners, however, understand that Lord | 
Dunraven proposes to offer for sale to } 
them his Croom village property and his | 
untenanted lands at Carrigeen. The | 
Commissioners have sanctioned grants | 
for stock or buildings to Messrs. Ryan | 
and Cronin, and three other evicted 
tenants who have been restored, and the | 
administration of these grants is at present | 
in the hands of their inspectors. 


| 


Appointment of Mr. Vereker to 
Congested Districts Board. 

Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL (Mayo, 8.) : | 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he will | j 
give the date of the appointment of Mr. | 
Vereker, as an official of the Congested | 
Districts Board ; the date he surrendered | 
his agencies and receiverships ; the name 
of the person on whose recommendation | 
he was appointed; and whether the | 
appointment is of a permanent or tem- | 
porary character. 


| 


(Answered ly Mr. Bryce.) I am in- | 
formed that Mr. Vereker was appointed | 
to the post of assistant chief land in- | 
spector on September Ist, 1904. Mr. | 
Vereker at once resigned his agencies, | 
and undertook to give his entire time | 
to the Board’s service; but, with their | 
approval, he continued to act nominally | 
as receiver for the O’Donel Estate, upon | 
the condition that the duties would be | 


performed by a deputy except as regards _ 
The Land Judge 
| was agent of the Stoney 


the signing of accounts. 
did not consider it advisable that Mr. | 
Vereker should be discharged as receiver | 
when he entered the Board’s service, and | 
the petitioner’s solicitors opposed the | 


Board’s_ service. Recommendations re- 
‘ceived by the Board are treated con- 
fidentially. Mr. Vereker’s appointment 
is temporary, as are all other appoint- 
ments made by the Board. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that it was upon the recommendation of 
Mr. Henry k. Vereker, land agent and 
receiver, that the Congested Districts 
3oard advanced large sums of money for 
|the purpose of enabling poor tenants on 
the Stoney Estate to emigrate to America; 
that that gentleman has caused such 
distrust in the minds of the people that 
‘there is a growing feeling of uneasiness 
amongst them ; ‘and whether he will 
transfer him to some other department 
| where he will not be brought into contact 

with the tenants. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) As Linformed 
|the hon. Member on Thursday last, Mr. 
| Vereker has had nothing whatever to do 
'with the operations of the Congested 
Districts Board in connection with the 
| Stoney Estate. This being so, there is, 
in the Board’s opinion, no reason for any 
feelings of mistrust or uneasiness on the 
|part of the tenants with regard to Mr. 
Vereker, and the Board see no reason for 
making any change in respect of Mr. 
Vereker’s appointment or duties. 


Mr. JOHN O'DONNELL: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Mr. Henry R. Vereker, who was 
appointed assistant land valuer by the 
| Congested Districts Board, had been for 
| many years agent on the Stoney Estate, 


| near Newport, the Pike Estate in Achill, 


and receiver on other estates in county 
|'Mayo; and whether, seeing that the 
| people of the West have no confidence in 
_the Board since his appointment, he will 
discontinue the services of this gentleman. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) Mr. Vereker 
istate and 
‘receiver for the O’Donel Estate. The 
Congested Districts Board highly appre- 
ciate Mr. Vereker’s services. ‘They are 
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not aware and do not believe that the| the ratepayers are at present insufficiently 
people of the West have lost confidence | safeguarded. ‘There is no intention of 
either in him or in the Board themselves. | appointing any Commission to inquire 
| into the matter. 
Irish Education—Security of Tenure of | 
Protestant Teachers. | Shooting of Fowls by Major O'Connor 
Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): To | at Douglas, County Cork. 

ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord-| Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.): To ask the 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- | Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
tion has been called to the fact that the | of Ireland whether his attention has been 
Commissioners of National Education in| called to the proceedings of the Petty 
Ireland have refused to deal with the! Sessions Court, held at Douglas, county 
request for security of tenure made by | Cork, on Monday, the 9th instant, at 
the Protestant National Teachers’ Union ;/ which eight magistrates attended to try a 
and whether he proposes to introduce | case in which Major O’Connor, a brother 





any legislation dealing with the matter. 
| 

(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Com- | 
missioners of National Education inform 
me that the question of security of tenure | 
was the subject of memorials received 
from the Protestant National Teachers’ 
Union both in 1895 and in 1901. The 
Commissioners decided in 1895 that it 
was not expedient for them to initiate 
the discussion of an important change in 
their rules affecting the relations between 
managers and teachers and adhered to | 
this decision in 1901. The Commis- | 
sioners have recently received series | 
of Resolutions on the subject passed by | 
the same ‘organisation, but these Resolu- | 
tions have not yet been considered. I 
am not as at present advised prepared | 
to undertake to introduce a measure on | 
the subject. The matter appears to me | 
to be mainly one for the consideration of | 
the Commissioners themselves. 


| justices 


| If the owner 


| justice, was prosecuted for shooting a 


prize fowl, the property of Mrs. Forde, 
and to the fact that the majority of the 
dismissed the case notwith- 
standing the fact that the defendant 
admitted the offence; and whether, 
under the circumstances, he will bring 
the conduct of those justices under the 
notice of the Lord Chancellor. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 am in- 
formed that in the case referred to the 
magistrates by a majority dismissed the 
complaint. It appears to have heen 
proved that the fowl was trespassing in 
Major O’Connor’s garden when he shot 
it, and that Major O’Connor — had 
previously cautioned the owner against 
such trespass; and a case was quoted in 
which the Superior Courts decided that 
in such circumstances no offence under 
the Malicious Injuries Act is committed. 
is dissatisfied with the 


| judicial decision of the magistrates it is, 


Dublin Corporation—Charges of 
orruption. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : | 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord - Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the | 
proceedings at a meeting of the Cor- 
poration of Dublin, on Monday last, 
whereat charges of curruption were 
brought against certain members ; and 
whether, in the interests of the rate- 
payers of Dublin, he will advise the 
appointment of a Royal Commission of | 
inquiry into the administration of the 
affairs of the city by the corporation. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) I have no 
knowledge of the proceedings referred to 
beyond that which I have gathered from | 
the newspapers. I am not aware of any | 

eason or stroposing tbat the interests of | 


I presume, open to him to take such 
further legal proceedings as he may be 
advised. The reply to the concluding 
inquiry is in the negative. 


Tobacco Cultivation in Ireland. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
K.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of [Ireland if he can say 
when the negotiations between — the 
Treasury and the Irish Agriculture De- 
partment as to extend facilities for 
increased areas for tobacco cultivation in 
Ireland will be terminated. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) I understand 
that the decision of the Treasury upon 
the proposals which have been made by 
the Department of Agriculture will be 
communicated to the Department in the 
course of a few days. 
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Evicted Tenants on Major Chearnley’s 


Estate, County Waterford. 

Mr. O'SHEE (Waterford, W.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that Major Chearnley has recently 
evicted James Keane from his holding at 
Mountain Castle, near Cappoquin, county 
Waterford ; and whether the Estates 
Commissioners, in the case of the sale of 
the estate of Major Chearnley, will take 
steps to restore the evicted tenant, and 
will not sanction an advance exceeding 
£500 for the purchase of the holding to 
any other person. 


(Answered hy Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that they have 
no knowledge of the eviction referred to, 
and have received no application for rein- 
statement from James Keane. If such 
an application should be lodged, the 
Commissioners will have the case inquired 
into in due course. 


Irish School Teachers Examination— 
Publication of Marks Obtained. 

Mr. O'SHEE: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether candidates for examina- 
tions necessary to qualify them as teachers 
under the National Kdueation Commis- 
sioners are not informed, even when a 
special request is made, of the marks they 
have obtained, but are only informed of 
the grade obtained, whether first, second, 
or third ; and whether he will recommend 
that the example of the Intermediate 
Education Board and of the Royal 
University should be followed by the 
National Education Commissioners, in 
giving this information to candidates in 
training for the most important positions 
under the National Education Commis- 
sioners. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Com 
missioners of National Edueation inform 
me that it was formerly their custom to 
supply candidates at the annual examina- 


tions for teachers with details of their , 


marks in the various subjects of the pro- 
gramme. ‘This practice not only caused 
delay in the notification of the results, 
but also led to very great inconvenience 
in other respects, and the Commissioners 
found it necessary to discontinue the 
practice. Successful candidates are now 
arranged in three divisions, and are 
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notified of the division in which they 
pass. 


Irish School Inspectors—Intimation to 
Managers of Intended Visits. 

Mr. P. A. MCHUGH (Sligo, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether inspectors 
of national schools in Ireland are bound 
on any occasions to notify managers of 
their intention to visit their schools, and, 
if so,on what occasions ; and, in regard 
to this matter, what has been the practice 
of inspectors. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) It is pre- 
scribed by the Commissioners’ rules that 
inspectors should not give any intimation 
of their intended visits except when they 
propose to hold a formal inspection. 
Inspectors, however, are instructed that 
when they visit a school with the 
intention of spending a considerable time 
at it they should cause the manager to be 
notified of their arrival, even though trey 
may not hold a formal inspection. If the 
manager should reside at a considerable 
distance, the inspector may send to him a 
notification by post so as to reach him on 
the morning of inspection. The Com- 
missioners inform me that they have no 
reason to doubt that these directions are 
duly observed. 


Irish Evicted Tenants—Case of Mr. Peter 
M'‘Taggart on the Sankey Estate. 
Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Estates Commissioners have received an 
application for reinstatement from Mr. 
Peter M‘Taggart, who was evicted from 
his holding in Derryeasson, on the 
Sankey Estate, county Cavan, in 1901 ; 
will he say whether this estate is being 
sold, and whether the evicted farm is on 
the landlord’s hands, and what steps the 
Estates Commissioners are taking. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that they have 
received the application referred to. No 
proceedings for the sale of the estate on 
which the evicted farm is situate have 
been instituted before the Commissioners. 
The farm is stated to be in the occupation 
of a new tenant. The Commissioners 
will have the evicted tenant’s application 


_inquired into in due course. 
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Reinstatement of Mrs. Ellen Reilly on 
the Lloyd Estate. 


Questions, 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: To ask | 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Kstates 
Commissioners have received a petition 
from the Nationalist tenants on the 
Lloyd estate, county Cavan, praying 
for the reinstatement of Mrs. Ellen 
Reilly, the daughter of Charles Maguire, 
who was evicted in 1886 from his 
holding in Drummore by the landlord 
for non-payment of one year’s rent; 


will he say whether this farm is on the | 


landlord’s hands ; and, if not, who holds 


it; also when tenancy was created, and | 


what was the consideration ; what steps 
do the Estates Commissioners propose 
to take in this case; and will the sale 
of the estate be carried through if only 
a portion of the tenants purchase on 
terms excluding the restoration of the 
evicted tenant. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that Mrs, 
Reilly’s application and all papers in 
the case are at present in the hands of 
their inspector who has been directed 
to inquire into it. 
to be in the hands of the owner, but 
the Commissioners are unable to make 
any definite statement upon this or any 


of the points mentioned in the Question | 


until the inspector’s report has been 
received and considered. 


Extra Police at Drumkeerin and Dowra, 
County Leitrim. 

Mr. DOLAN (Leitrim, N.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a large force of extra police was 
drafted into the village of Drumkeerin, 
county Leitrim, on the 7th instant; that 
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a 


/instant for the purpose of preserving 
| the peace and preventing intimidation, 
Earlier on that day assaults had been 
committed upon the local police and 
others, and several of the offenders have 
since been returned for trial at assizes, 
On 9th instant a portion of the force 
proceeded to Dowra, not for the purpose 
of interfering with any public meeting, 
but with the object of preventing further 
acts of intimidation by a large crowd 
which had assembled. Owing to the 
threatening attitude of the crowd the 
district inspector found it necessary to 
disperse them. The expense of the 
extra force will be defrayed from the 
Constabulary Vote, as the force was 
drawn from the county establishment. 


Sale of the Goold Versehoyle Estate, 
County Limerick. 

Mr. OSHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that the Goold Versehoyle Estate at 
Athen, in the county of Limerick, has 
been sold to the Estates Commissioners 
under the Land Act, 1903; that there 
are ten tenants on that estate who have 
refused to sign purchase agreements 
_ because the landlord is demanding ex- 
orbitant prices from them ; and whether 
the Estates Commissioners will inquire 
into their case before paying the purchase 
money. 


d 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that proceed- 
‘ings have been instituted before them 
for the sale of this estate to the tenants 
direct. The Commissioners will, before 
sanctioning the advances applied for, 
inquire into the cases of those tenants 
who have refused to sign agreements 
for purchase. 


portion of this force proceeded on the 


Yth instant to Dowra for the purpose | 


of interfering with the right of the 
people to hold a public meeting; and 
seeing that the police wantonly attacked 
some people remaining in the village 
after the meeting, will he state the 
reason for the presence of extra police 
in a district which is free from crime, 
and how it is intended to defray their 
expenses. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) A force of 
thirty extra policemen was drafted into 
Drumkeerin on the evening of 7th 


Sale of the Cusack Estate, County 
Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
the approximate date at which the 
Estates Commissioners hope to be put 
in possession of the Cusack (county 
Longford) Estate. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that they are 
not yet in a position to say when they 
will be placed in possession of the estate 
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in question. Their offer to purchase, 
which was accepted by the Land Judge, 
was subject to a condition which has not 
yet been satisfied, namely, the condition 
that they should be able to procure, from 
suitable persons, undertakings to repur- 
chase from them the untenanted lands 
comprised in the proposals. The Com- 
missioners will see that there is no undue 
delay in dealing with the matter. 


Sale of the Clonfin Estate, County 

ongford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: To ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether any reply has been | 
received from the solicitors, Messrs. | 
Mecredy and Son, having charge of | 
the Clonfin Estate in county Longford ; | 
and, if so, will he give the purport of 
same, 





(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that on the 
11th instant they received a reply from 
the firm of solicitors mentioned to the 
effect that they were in communication | 
with the owners as to the possibility of | 
a sale and would inform the Commis- | 
sioners of the result in due course. The 
Commissioners have received no further 
reply. 


Report of the Poor Law Commission. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland if he can now state 
when the Report of the Poor Law 
Commission will be issued ; and if he can 
give any explanation of the delay in 
publication, having regard to the fact 
that the terms of the Report have been 
long since agreed to. 





(Answered ly Mr. Bryce.) 1 have 
communicated with the Chairman of the 
Commission, and am informed that the 
Commissioners hope to present their 
Report at an early date, but cannot yet 
fix the precise day. I indicated some 
little time ago that the Commissioners 
had not then agreed upon quite all the 
questions which must be dealt with in 
their Report. I understand, however, 
that they are now agreed as to the 
large majority of the recommendations 
to be made. The time seems to be 
approaching when the Commissioners 
must be asked if they cannot forthwith 
arrive at unanimity, to consider the 
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question of submitting their Report, 
with a memorandum from any dissenting 
Commissioner stating the points upon 
which he may not be in accord with 
his colleagues. 


(Juestions. 


Report of Local Government Board 
(Ireland), 

Mr. MURPHY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can explain the delay in 
the publication of the Report of the 
Local Government Board for 1905; 
and why, although repeated promises 
have been made to expedite the publica- 
tion of these Reports, they are still 
delayed for considerable periods. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Report 
of the Local Government Board for the 
year ending March 31st, 1906, is in the 
printer’s hands and will be presented to 
Parliament in the course of a few days. 
There has been no delay in the matter. 


| It is to be remembered that the Report 


cannot be prepared until the books and 
accounts of the local authorities for the 
year under review have been closed, and 
until the necessary particulars for the 
Report and appendices have been 
abstracted therefrom. The Report is 
ready this year earlier than ever before, 
and it would be quite impossible for the 


| Board to present it earlier in any future 


year. 


Government Grant to Unemployed— 
Equivalent Grant to Ireland. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland what equivalent grant has 


| been obtained in respect of the £200,000 
| granted for the unemployed in England 
/and Wales. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 understand 
from the President of the Loeal Govern- 
ment Board that the proposed grant of 
£200,000 is to be applied to the purposes 


of the Unemployed Workmen Act 
throughout the United Kingdom. The 


proportion to be allocated to Ireland has 
not yet been determined, but I am in 
communication with my right hon. friend 
upon the subject. 


12th of July Celebrations in Ulster. 

Captain CRAIG (Down, E.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any serious 
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case of a breach of the peace occurred 
during the 12th of July celebrations in 
Ulster. 


(Answered by Mr Bryce): The Inspec- 
tor-General of Constabulary informs me 
that only one serious breach of the peace 
has been reported in connection with the 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 69€ 


Horse and Field Artillery under the new 
organisation proposed, and how many 
from the Militia. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The annual transfers tothe Reserve would 
be as follows :— 











recent 12th of July celebrations. It 
must, however, be added that the risk of | 
such breaches was in several cases averted | 
only by the constant exertions of the | 
police authorities, whose tact I gladly | 
acknowledge, and that considerable ex: | 
pense was incurred in moving bodies of | 
police to the points where the risk was | 
greatest. | 


Grievances of Senior Reserve Officers who | 
served during South African War. 
Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs): | 
To ask the Secretary of State for War | 
whether he proposes to take any steps to | 
inquire into the alleged grievances of the | 
senior Reserve officers who were called up | 
for service during the late war in South 
Africa, 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) | 
The case of these officers has recently | 
again received very thorough considera. | 
tion, and I cannot undertake again to re- | 
open the whole question. 


New Army Scheme—Infantry Soldiers 

Passing Annually into the Reserve. 

CoLoNEL LONG — (Worcestershire, 
Evesham): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War what number of infantry 
soldiers it is calculated will pass into the | 
Army Reserve annually from the Regular | 
Army under the new organisation pro- 
posed, and how many from Militia, if | 
any. 





(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The normal transfers to the Army 
Reserve under the new system will be 
for the Foot Guards, 893, and for Infantry 
of the Line, 10,738. It is not possible 
at the present time to give any informa- 
tion as regards the Militia. 


Artillery Gunners and Drivers passing | 
Annually into the Reserve. 
CoLtonEL LONG: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for War what number of 
artillery gunners and drivers, respec- 
tively, it is calculated will pass into the 
Army Reserve annually from the regular 








Gunners. | Drivers, 
Royal Horse 
Artillery - - 173, | = 104 
Royal Field 
Artillery — - 773 | «498 








It is not possible to give any informa- 
tion as regards the Militia 


South-East of Scotland Militia Artillery 
and Fife Artilley — Taking over of 
Equipment. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
| Andrews Burghs): To ask the Secretary 
| of State for War whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that the camp 
equipment used by the South-east of 


Scotland Militia Artillery ac Dunbar was 


returned to Stirling, and fresh equip- 


/ment issued from Stirling to the Fife 


Artillery, which has succeeded the above- 
named regiment at Dunbar ; and whether 


| he will consider the advisability of saving 


the transport of some 15 to 20 tons of 
equipment, and all the time and expense 
involved, by arranging that one regi- 
ment shall take over equipment from 
another in such circumstances, 


(Answered hy Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The actual weight of stores sent to Dun- 
bar for the Fife Artillery was 12 tons, 
of which four tons were bedding needing 
exchange. The matter appears to have 
arisen from a local misunderstanding, 
which has been inquired into and is being 
dealt with by the General Officer Com- 
manding-in-Chief. 


Suggested Increase of Army Pension for 
Thomas Loughlin, late 55th Regiment. 
‘In. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
\.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
Wor whether, in view of the fact that 
Ti::eas Loughlin joined the 55th Regi- 
met of Infantry on the 3rd of March 
1855, Regimental No. 3891, served in the 
Crimea until the conclusion of hostilities, 
was invalided in June 1859 on a pension 
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of 6d. a day, and being now over 70) with headquarters ; whether he is aware 
years of age and unable to supplement | that after 10 p.m. on several occasions, 
his pension by work, he can see his way | messages for transmission from the 
to grant Loughlin some increase of his| Admiralty to a number of places were 
pension. | delayed two or three hours in the Central 

Telegraph Office, London ; and whether 


Questions. Questions. 








(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) | 
This man served for four years fifty-seven 
days only and was invalided for chronic 
varicose ulcers of the left leg. He did not | 
land in the Crimea until the 24th October 
1855, and conseyuently did not become 
entitled to a war medal. His present | 
pension of sixpence a day is the highest 
tor which he is eligible under the regula- 
tions. 


Increased Imports of Spirituous Liquors 
into the Sudan. 

sin H. COTTON: To ask 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he has received the information 
regarding the increase of spirituous | 
liquors imported into the Sudan during | 
the years 1900 to 1905, which he promised | 
to ask for; and, if not, whether this | 
information may be expected before the | 
adjournment of Parliament. 


the | 


(Answered hy Secretary Sir Edward | 
Grey.) I have not yet received the | 
information for which I asked on 13th | 
June. It has, no doubt, been necessary | 
to refer the Question to Khartoum, and | 
‘annot say whether it will be received 
before the adjournment. 


he can state the cause of this defective 
organisation. 


(Answered Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 
Special arrangements were made accord- 
ing to the wishes of the Admiralty, and 
the Central Exchange Office dealt with 
wbout 28,500 telegrams in connection 
with the manceuvres. The Admiralty 
have signified to me their appreciation of 
the high efficiency shown by the officers 
detailed by the Post Office. Further, on 
seeing the hon. Member’s Question, they 
have informed me that they are not 


by 


}aware of any such delay as that men- 
|tioned as having taken place, and no 


such delay is recorded at the Central 
Telegraph Oftice. 


Delivery of Letters from Thurso 
to Tongue. 

Mr. R. L. HARMSWORTH (Caith- 
nessshire): To ask the Postmaster- 
General whether he is aware that, while 
there is a conveyance carrying the mails 
on every week-day from Thurso, in the 
county of Caithness, to Betty Hill, in the 
county of Sutherland, letters from Thurso 
to Tongue and surrounding districts 


| situated about twelve miles beyond Betty 


Hill are only forwarded on four days of 


Sin H. COTTON : To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he will procure from the Government of 
the Sudan a copy of the existing regula- 
tions for controlling and licensing the 
import and sale of alcoholic liquors in | 
their territory, and also information as 
to the extent to which these regulations | 
are Operative. 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward | 
Grey.) I will ask for the information | 


desired by the hon. Member. 


The Central Telegraph Office and Naval 
Mancuvres Telegrams | 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): To | 
ask the Postmaster-General whether | 
arrangements were made in the Tele- 
graph Department in connection with 
the recent naval manceuvres, for the 
purpose of keeping all the signalling 
stations round the coast in communication 


| dence, 


the week; and whether he will give 
instructions that letters from Thurso to 
Tongue will hereafter be forwarded on 
every day of the week. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 
There is already a service from Thurso 
to Tongue on four days a week ; on the 


| other three days a week the letters to 


Tongue come down via Lairg. The cost 
of the existing service is unduly high in 
proportion to the amount of correspon- 
and the additional two days 
service from Thurso to Tongue would 
only benefit a few local letters forming a 
very small percentage of the whole. | 
regret that 1am unable to accede to the 
hon. Member’s request. 


Postal Deliveries of Letters at 
Curaheen, near Nenagh. 
Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, N.) : To ask 
the Postmaster-General whether he is 
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aware that the people of Curaheen, near 
Nenagh, a populous district, have only 
one delivery of letters in the week ; that 
they are inconvenienced from time to 
time owing to the delay attending the 
delivery of correspondence; that the 
neighbouring townland of Gurtgarry has 
five deliveries weekly, although the 
former district is much more populous 
and important ; and if so, whether he 
will make arrangements to have as many 
deliveries weekly in Curaheen. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) I 
have at present noinformation on the 
subject, but I will call for a Report and 
will communicate with the hon. Member 
in due course. 


Housing Question—Compulsory 
Registration of Title. 

Mr. NAPIER (Kent, Faversham): To 
ask Mr. Attorney-General if his atten- 
tion has been called to the evidence given 
by Mr. C. F. Brickdale, the Registrar of 
the Land Registry, before the Committee 
on the Housing Question, in favour of 
making registration of title generally 
compulsory ; and whether he will con- 
sider the desirability of holding an 
inquiry into the working of the compul- 
sory system in the county of London 
before it is extended. 


(Answered by Sir John Walton.) I 
shall be glad to consider the desirability 
of the inquiry suggested before the step 
referred to is taken. 


Sentences of Imprisonment on Males 

over 21 years of age. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): To ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department how many 
separate sentences of imprisonment have 
been passed in the last twelve months 
for which statistics are available upon 
males over the age of 21 in England and 
Wales, and the total number of the 
male population in England and Wales 
over the age of twenty, and the ratio per 
thousand of the first-class to the second. 


(Answered ly Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
The exact number of such sentences 
cannot be given, but the number of 
convicted male prisoners of the age of 
twenty-one or over received in prison 
during the year ended 31st March last 
was 130,770. This number includes 
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prisoners who were committed to prison 
in default of paying fines, as well as those 
who were sentenced to imprisonment 
without the option of a fine. The male 
population of England and Wales over 
the age of twenty years, according to the 
the last census (1901), was 9,103,260, 
thus giving a ratio of 14°3 convicted 
prisoners per 1,000 of population, but 
it has to be borne in mind that when the 
same person is received in prison several 
times during the year fas happens ina 
large number of cases) he is counted each 
time as a convicted prisoner. 


Twickenham Urban District Council and 
Religious Denomination of Teachers. 
Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): To 

ask the Secretary to the Board of Edue- 

cation if he is aware that on the printed 
application forms issued by the Twicken- 
ham Urban District Council, when about 
to consider the appointment of a teacher, 

a query appears as to the teachers’ 

religious denomination; and whether 

he proposes to communicate with the 

Twickenham Urban District Council upon 

the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) T am not 
aware of the practice referred to, nor am 
I able to intervene in regard to it, as I 
do not see that it contravenes the 
present law. 


South Kensington Museum—Loans of 
Works of Art. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme): To ask the President of the 
Board of Education whether he can so 
alter the conditions under which works 
of art are lent from the South Kensing- 
ton Museum that students and connois- 
seurs may be certain of finding complete 
series of the best examples of the applied 
arts always at South Kensington. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Tf the hon. 
Member will communicate with me as to 
the precise difficulty to which he refers, 
I will see what can be done to prevent its 
recurrence. 


Pauper Lunatics Suffering from Effects 
of Alcohol. 

Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, : £.) : 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether his attention has 
been called to a resolution passed by the 
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board of guardians of St. Giles’, Camber- 
well, and approved by the board of 
guardians of St. Marylebone, to the effect | 
that persons who have been admitted | 
three times within twelve months to the 
lunatic wards of the workhouse owing to 
the effects of aleohol should be constituted 
offenders under the Inebriates Act, 1898 ; 
and whether the Government intend to 
propose legislation to carry out this 
suggestion. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) I have 
received copies of the resolution referred 
to; but I cannot say more than that the 
suggestion will be carefully considered in | 
connection with other proposed amend- | 
ments of the Inebriates Act when there 
is an opportunity for legislation. 





Irish National Education Commissioners. 

Mr, FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To | 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
names of the Commissioners of National 
Education, Ireland ; who appoints them ; 
and what is the authority under which 
such appointments are made ; under what | 
authority the present arrangement exists ; 
and whether there is any authority for | 
dismissing any or all of these Commis- 
sioners; and if so, in whose hands is 
such authority vested. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Com- 
missioners of National Education in 
Ireland are a body corporate, established 
by a Charter issued in 1845, and a 
Supplemental Charter issued in 1861. 
Under the terms of these Charters each 
Commissioner is appointed by a warrant 
under the hand of the Lord-Lieutenant, 
and holds office during the pleasure of 
the Lord-Lieutenant. The following 
are the names of the existing Com- 
missioners :— 

Sir H. Bellingham, Bart. 

Right Hon. C. Palles. 

Rey. H. Evans, D.D. 

Right Hon. Sir R. Blennerhasset, Bart. 

His Honour Judge Shaw. 

key. H. B. Wilson, D.D. 

S. Harrington, Esq. 

W. R. J. Molloy, Esq. 

Right Rey. Bishop Archdall, D.D. 

W.J. M. Starkie, Esy. M.A., D. Litt. 

A. Traill, Esq., LL.D., M.D. 

Lord Frederick Fitzgerald. 

His Honour Judge Carton. | 





{23 Juty 1906} 


-i 
— 
lo 


Questions. 


Rev. David A. Taylor. 

Lord Killanin. 

Most Rev. Bishop Foley, D.D. 

E. J. Gwynn, Esq., M.A., F.T.C.D. 
G. Dease, Esq., D.L. 

The Right Hon. Mr. Justice Ross. 
Richard Bagwell, Esq., D.L. 


Religious Persuasions of Irish National 
School Inspectors. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether about one-half of the inspectors 
of schools under the Commissioners of 
National Education, Ireland, are by 
arrangement non-Catholics, and the 
remainder Catholics ; whether the power 


for nominating candidates for vacancies 
on these lines is in the hands of the Com- 


missioners ; whether promotions are also 
made on the same lines; if so, under 
what authority is this system in vogue ; 
and, seeing that these inspectors have 
nothing to do with the particular form of 
religious instruction given in the national 
schools, whether he will consider the 
advisability of causing such vacancies to 


| be filled by open competition in future. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Com- 
missioners of National Education inform 
me that thirty-five of their inspectors are 
Roman Catholics out of a total of seventy- 
five. The Commissioners themselves 
made an arrangement many years ago 
that one half of the inspection staff should 
be Roman Catholics, but as the staff has 
been reduced since 1900, according as 
vacancies occurred, it has not been 
possible to maintain this precise propor- 
tion. The power of nominating candidates 
and of making promotion rests with the 
Commissioners acting upon their own 
authority. Vacancies in the inspection 
staff were for many years filled by limited 
competition, subject to the arrangement 
as to religion indicated, Owing to the 
redundancy of the staff no appointments 
have been made for some years past, and 
no regulations have yet been formulated 
by the Commissioners for the filling of 
vacancies which may arise in the future. 


Payment of Damages by Constable Cryan. 

Mr. DELANY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can say if Constable 
Cryan adheres to his offer to pay by 
instalments half of the damages, viz., £50, 
obtained against him and Constable 
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Masterton by Edward Carroll, Laeken, 
Rosenallis, Queen’s County, for assault 
committed on 17th March 1905 ; and, if 
s0, upon what terms, and upon what date 
the first instalment will be paid. 


(uestions. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The In- 
spector - General of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary informs me that he has 
communicated with Constable Cryan, who 
adheres to his offer to pay by instalments 
£50 of the damages awarded against him 


and ex-Constable Masterton at the suit of | 


Kdward Carroll. 


Coustable Cryan states 


that he is prepared to pay instalments of | 


£1 a month until the sum of £50 is paid ; 
and that he will make the first payment 
on any date agreed upon with Mr. 
Carroll’s solicitor. 


Purchase of Captain Caldbeck’s Estate— 
Village of Ballacolla. 

Mr. DELANY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Lre- 
land whether he can say that in dealing 
with the estate of Captain Caldbeck, 
Ballacolla, Queen’s County, the Estates 
Commissioners are prepared to purchase 
the village of Ballacella for the purpose 
of sale to the tenants with the agricul- 
tural portion of the estate. 


(Answered hy Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that the 
documents and maps relating to this 
estate have been referred to their 


inspector, who has been directed to 
inquire into the matter. The lands 
comprised in the originating  appli- 


cation include portion of the townland of 
Ballycolla; but in the absence of the 
documents and map the Commissioners 
are unable to say whether the village 
holdings are included in the proposed 
sale. ‘The facts, however, will be ascer- 
tained upon inspection. 


Irish Land Purchase—Receipts by Banks. 

Captain CRAIG: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware of the difliculty 
caused to farmers, who have purchased 
their holdings under the recent Land Act, 


by the refusal of banks to give receipts | 


for moneys paid into them on account of 
instalments due to the Irish Land Com- 
mission ; and whether he will arrange 
with the banks concerned to issue tem- 
porary acknowledgments of moneys so 
paid in, as a voucher, until such times as 
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Vuestions, 


the Estates Commissioners forward their 
official receipt. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Land 
Commissioners inform me that they do 
not consider that payers of land purchase 
annuities experience any such difficulty 
as the Question suggests. The Commis- 
sioners understand that in any case in 
which a payer desires to have an acknow- 





ledgment of the money lodged by him 
upon a receivable order, the banks make 
no difticulty about giving him such 
| an acknowledgment. 


Sale of Belfast Corporation Stock by 
Pepresentatives of Deceased Person. 
Mr. OSHEE: To ask the Chief 

| Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he is aware that in the case 
of a deceased person holding Belfast 
| Corporation stock his legal representatives 
| cannot sell or transfer such stock unless 
| the grant of probate of his will has first 
| been resealed in England ; and whether, 
in view of the fact that this is necessary 
in the case of Belfast Corporation stock, 
|and is not necessary in the case of any 
other corporation or other stock issued in 
| Ireland, he will consider what steps he 
can take to alter this arrangement. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Local 
/Government Board have no information 
| that the fact is as stated in the first part 
‘of the Question. The Board consider 
that possibly the (Question has been 
framed under a misconception. The 
| Board understand that a London firm acts 
| as registrar in respect of the latest large 
| issue of Belfast Corporation stock, and 
| that, consequently, the registrar could 
| not make entries in his books of the sale 
| or transfer of such stock standing in the 
/ name of a deceased person until the grant 
| of probate to his will had been exhibited 
| and the names of the legal representatives 
duly recorded in the stock ledgers. The 
| Board are not aware that any resealing 
|of probate is necessary, but in any event 
they have no authority to interfere in the 
/ matter. 





QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Bermuda Floating Dock. 
*Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn _ Regis): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty on what date the Bermuda 
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floating dock arrived at its destination ; | on the same rate of pay ; their cost during 
what armoured ships have been docked | 1905-6 was £4,286. 


in it since then, exclusive of the vessels | 
towing the dock out; and whether the | 
Admiralty will endeavour to obtain some 
return for the large expenditure involved 
by bringing the dock back to England or 
to some place where it can be utilised. 


THe CIVIL LORD or tHe AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Lamsert, Devon- 
shire, East Molton, for Mr. EpmMuND 


ROBERTSON): The new floating dock 
atived at Bermuda on August 8th, 
1902, and was moored in its  per- | 
manent berth in June, 1905, since 
when the “ Rupert” and “ St. George ” 
have been docked in it. Other dockings 
have been carried out in the old floating 
dock which is about to be sold. 
considered desirable to leave Bermuda 
dockyard without a dock. 


*\Irn. BELLAIRS: Is the “St. George ‘ 
an armoured cruiser! [asked — for 
rmoured vessels, 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Naval Base. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
mitalty whether, in view of the experience 
yained during the recent naval man- 
ceuvres, the question of establishing a 
naval base at Invergordon, Cromarty 
Firth, will again be considered. 


Mr. LAMBERT : The Answer is in the 


negative. 


Royal Arsenal, Woolwich. 
Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON (Dur- 
ham, Barnard Castle): On behalf of the 


hon. Member for Woolwieh, I beg to ask | 


the Secretary of State for War if he will 
state the annual cost of the recently 
appointed officials, viz.,"shop managers, 
piece-rate fixers, and supervisors at the 
Royal Arsenal, Woolwich. 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Hatpane, Haddington) : 
During 1905-6 the cost of the supervisors 
was £1,240 and the rate-fixers £2,573. 
The shop managers cannot be described 
as recently appointed officials as they 
teplace officials called principal foremen 

VOL, CLXI. [FourtH SEriEs]. 


It is not | 


Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON: On 
behalf of the hon. Member for Woolwich 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can give the House 
the number of discharges which have 
taken place from the Royal Arsenal, Wool- 
wich, during the last four years, viz., 
engineers, skilled machinists, labourers, 
and general labourers, and the number 
of officials and clerical staff during the 


/same period. 


Mr. HALDANE: The figures are too 
long to read out to the Hoase, but I 
will have them printed in the Answer 
to the Question.7 


*Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire,8N.) asked 
if the right hon. Gentleman before making 
ay further reductions, would also con- 
sider the case of private firms doing 
Government contract work. In his own 
constituency, for imstance, hundreds of 
men had had to be discharged from such 
work. 


Mr. HALDANE said that of course 
their first duty was to keep their own 
establishment in efficient condition. 
Beyond that nece ity they endeavoured 
to hold the balance equally as between 
Ciovernment and private establishments. 


Army Reduction. 

Mr. FELL (Great Yarmouth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
how the Vote by Parliament of 203,000 
men for the Army for the year 1906-7 
will be affected by the reduction in 


_men proposed to be made by the Govern- 


ment; how much will be saved out 
|of the £29,796,000 voted for the Army 
Estimates for the year 1906-7; and 


| reduced 


| 


how such saving will be treated. 


Mr. HALDANE: It is not possible 
at present to state by how many men 
the actual strength of the Army will be 
during the current financial 
year or what savings will accrue in 
COUSCGUENCE,g 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 





+ See Col. 680, 
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State for War if he will take care that all 
the expenses incurred by the officers of 
the abolished battalions in joining the 
battalions to which they may be posted 
are paid by the War Office, inclusive of 
rent of houses and moving of furniture in 
respect of married men, and of the cost of 
their new uniforms. 


Questions. 


**Mr. HALDANE: The position of all 
the officers concerned will be fully con- 
sidered, but I am not now in a position to 
give any definite reply to the points raised 
in the Question. 


Srrk HOWARD VINCENT: And will 
the cases of the married non-commissioned 
officers and men also be conside>’ ” 


Mr. HALDANE: I can give no 
specific pledges just now. The whole of the 
circumstances are under consideration. 


‘Str HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if the 
non-commissioned officers and soldiers of 
the 3rd and 4th battalions of the North- 
umberland Fusiliers, the Lancashire 
Fusiliers, the Manchester Regiment, the 
Royal Warwickshire Regiment, the 3rd 
Coldstream Guards, and the 3rd Scots 
Guards did not enlist in those battalions 
on a moral contract, that they should be 
allowed to complete their engagements 
therein ; and if he will take care that no 
non-commissioned officer or soldier is 
transferred to any battalion not freely 
selected by himself. 


Mr. HALDANE: If the hon. and 
gallant Member will kindly refer to 
Section 83 of the Army Act he will find 
that a man cannot be transferred to 
another regiment without his consent, 
except under certain special circum- 
stances. I do not understand what the 
hon. and gallant Member means by a 
moral contract. I am not aware of any 
bargain of any sort or kmd to the effect 
he suggests. 

In reply to a further question by 
Sir Howarp VINCENT, 


Mr. HALDANE was understood to say 
that he proposed to transfer men from 
one battalion to another, but not from 
one regiment to another, without their 
consent, 


{COMMONS} 





Questions. 708 
Mr. LEA (St. Pancras, EK.) asked 


whether men who could not be trans- 
ferred to other battalions and declined to 
be transferred to other regiments would be 
permitted to leave the service. 


Mr. HALDANE: We shall give them 
the option of going into the Reserve if 
they so wish. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War, 
what is the exact sum he will save the 
country bv the abolition of 20,000 men 
from the Regular Army; and how he 
proposes to provide for the civil employ: 
ment of the 20,000 thus dismissed, or the 
20,000 recruits who hoped to serve the 
State asa means of Lonourabie livelihood, 


Mr. HALDANE: The sum_ which 
will be saved is likely to be very sub- 
stantial, but, as I have already indicated, 
I ask the House rot to press me for a 
figure which can only be finally ascer- 
tained and stated with confidence when 
the Estimates as a whole are reviewed. 
As regards the last part of the Question 
there is no intention of dismissing 20,000 
men. Such men as are redundant will 
be gradually absorbed or passed prema- 
turely to the Reserve with their own 
consent. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Has any 


calculation been made of the saving. 


been 


Mr. HALDANE: We _ have 


engaged in doing very little else. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: Is it 


worth doing at all ! 


Mr. 
doing. 


HALDANE: Perfectly well worth 


Tinned Foods for the Army. 

Mr. LEA: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether his attention 
has been called to a case in which Messrs. 
R. Dickeson and Co., Limited, army 
contractors, were prosecuted for supplying 
putrid tinned food for sale in regimental 
canteens; and whether he will prohibit 
any military authorities dealing with 
this firm until some responsible authority, 
like a medical officer of health, employed 
by a borough council, has visited their 
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stores, sampled their goods, and reported , sudden prohibition of the importation of 
in such a manner as will allay the anxiety | skimmed milk into South Africa by the 
of all interested in the question of a pure | imposition of a duty of 200 per cent. 
|on the landed value has injured British 
| firms in the trade, whose commitments 

Mr. HALDANE: The management | are necessarily made some ten months 
of canteens is delegated to General | ahead, and caused loss of a market for 
Officers Commanding and the contracts | their by-product to British and Irish 
are made locally. Messrs. Dickeson hold | farmers, and deprived the inhabitants 
contracts for the supply of groceries at | of South Africa of a cheap and whole- 


food supply for the troops. 


a few military stations. 
supplied under these contracts are sub- 
mitted to the inspection of expert 
officers. No complaints of their quality 
have been received and it is not pro- 
posed to interfere with these contracts. 
But I must add that the attention of 
the General Officers Commanding will 
be drawn to the case teferred to in the 
Question. 


Mr. LEA: Who are the expert officers 
who supervise these contracts ? 


Me. HALDANE: They are officers 
specially trained for the purpose. 


Ceylon Duties on Indian Tea. . 


The articles | 


*Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : | 


I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies what has been the result 
of the further consideration the Govern- 
ment of Ceylon was invited, during the 
early part of this session, to give to the 
proposed abolition of the import duty 
levied in Ceylon upon Indian tea. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): The 


some form of food; and whether he 
will take steps to bring these grievances 


to the notice of the South African 
Customs Union with a view to their 
removal. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The representa- 
tions made by the exporters of skimmed 
milk have been forwarded to the High 
Commissioner for South Africa for the 
consideration of the respective Colonial 
Governments, and the Secretary of 
State has thus already taken the only 
action which is open to him in the matter. 


Gwelo Diamond Discovery. 

Mr. WATT (Glasgow, College): I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, whether he is aware that a 
highly payable diamond area has been 
discovered near Gwelo, in Rhodesia; 
that the Chartered Company have issued 
a proclamation forbidding pegging or 


| prospecting on said area; that in direct 


defiance of this notice men have been 
pegging and prospecting there; that 


'these men are armed and openly an- 


nounce their intention of remaining 


| in spite of the Company, and their resolve 


views of the Ceylon Government have | 


not yet been received, but their atten- 
tion has again been drawn to the matter. 


*Mr. REES: 


Is the hon. Gentleman | 


aware that India is denied free entry | 


into Ceylon, while the Crown Colony 
imports two million pounds of tea 
annually into India ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Yes, Sir, the whole 


matter is under consideration. 


South Africa—Imports of Skimmed Milk. 


should force be used to use force also; 
and what action he proposes to take in 
this matter. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: It appears to be 
the fact that diamonds have been dis- 
covered in the neighbourhood of Gwelo. 
The Administration of Southern Rhodesia 
on April 14th last, issued a Government 


| notice to the effect that a defined area 


|in the Gwelo Mining District was declared 


Mr. WILLS (Dorsetshire, N.): I beg | 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State for. ( 
| the general public. 


the Colonies whether he is aware that the 


an area specially reserved by the British 
South Africa Company against the pro- 
specting and pegging of claims. The 
Secretary of State is not aware that there 
has been any attempt to peg or prospect 
within the reserved area or any collision 
between the officers of the Company and 
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South African War Claims. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside): I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is yet able to state what 
arrangements are being made to te-open 
the assessment of unpaid claims arising 
out of the South African War, in particular 
that of Dr. Chiveiback, of the Red Cross 
Service, already brought to his notice. 


I would refer the 
Answer which | 


Mr. CHURCHILL : 


hou. Member to the 


gave to his Question on this subject | é 
|}coming year. 


on June 25th. 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: 
Government are not satisfied with the 
treatment of this and other claims, 
will they re-open the assessment ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL asked for netice of 
the Question. 


Ceylon Pear! Fisheries. 


Sir J. JARDINE (Roxburghshire) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether in recent 
years the Government of Ceylon spent 
some money In experiments about a 
machine for extracting pearls from the 
oysters in their fishery ; if he can say 
when this money was spent ; whether it 
Was with a view to get rid of the expense 
of having a camp every year of 40,000 
pearl fishers, and also to obtain higher 
prices ; whether, some time in 1905, the 
Governor of Ceylon got an official Report 
that the experimental machinery worked 
successfully, and that in future the 
Government ought to get more than one- 
tenth of the profits ; whether, later in the 
year, some arrangement was made with 
a Mr. Dixon for building a permanent 


machine, and at what cost ; whether, in | , 
subject 


November, 1904, any inspection and 


Yeport was made on Mr. Dixon’s machine | 
by the Government agent, and in such | 
cause whether the official opinion was | 
favourable to the working of the machine | 


as regards prevention of loss of the 
pearls ; 
about discoloration of the pearls, and 


the effect upon the shells of the machine ; | Nestea . . 
'any official information showing that a 
and whether any such Reports of the |“: 





t See (4) Debates, clix., 641. 
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Colonial officials can be laid upon the 
Table. 


(Juestions. 


Me. CHURCHILL: Mr. George 
Dixon, who went to Ceylon as a gold 
specialist, made, during the fishery of 
the spring of 1903, with the approval of 
Sir West Ridgeway, experiments in the 
extraction of the pearls from the oysters 
In July, 1903, 
Sir West Ridgeway reported that the 
results were so far satisfactory as to 
warrant their repetition on a larger and 
more practical scale in the fishery of the 
The Governor did not 
forward any official Report at this stage, 
and I am not aware whether any was 
made or printed. In accordance with 
the Governor’s suggestion, Mr. Dixon 
constructed, designed, and worked pearl 
extracting machinery at the expense ot 
the Ceylon Government between July, 
1903, and March, 1905. The cost of the 
machinery was Rs. 76690. The object 


'of the machinery was to iniprove sanita- 


tion by separating the pearls from the 
oysters before the oysters rotted, and, 
coupled with dredging, to reduce the 
expenses of the Government and ensure 
their profits. The nominal profits of the 
Government under the old system were 
two-thirds, not one-tenth. The only 
Reports which can be traced at the 
Colonial Office are one by Mr. Dixon 
himself, dated November 8th, 1904, and 
one by the Government agent of the 
Northern province, dated December 7th, 
1904, The latter, to which the hon. 
Member no doubt refers, stated that 
the pearls were not discoloured by the 
process, but seems to show that in the 
main it was bat a qualified success. 
Copies of these two Reports will be placed 
in the Library of the House. The 


‘machinery was tried further in the fishery 


of 1905, but no special Report on the 
seems to have reached the 
Secretary of State. 


Miners’ Petition against Coolie 
Repatriation. 
Mr. FIENNES (Oxfordshire, Ban- 
bury): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies if he has 


petition, signed by 4,000 miners, pro- 
against the repatriation of 
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(Chinese coolies, 
the Earl of Selborne for transmission 
to His Gracious Majesty the King; 
and, if so, seeing that the repatriation 
of a large number of coolies will mean, 
as the petitioners point out, poverty to 
themselves and to their wives and 
families, whether he will state what 
action he proposes to take. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R.. 
Elland): What proportion do the 
miners bear to the whole body of miners ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Speaking | off- 
hand, I should say about one-fifth or 
one-sixth. I have no official informa- 
tion, but I may refer to the Secretary 
of State’s despatch, No. 124, printed 
at page 125 in the recent Blue-book, (d. 


3025, 


*Mr. LEHMANN (Leicestershire, Market 
Harborough) : How many of these miners, 
since they signed the petition, have 
either been murdered or subjected to 
outrage by Chinese coolics ? 


Mr. FIENNES: Cannot the hon. 
Gentleman do something to allay the 
intense anxiety on the part of 20,000 
British miners in Johannesburg ? 


Mr. DEWAR: Is it not the fact 
that the rural population have peti- 
tioned for the repatriation of the Chinese 
labourers, on the ground that life has 
been made intolerable for them ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order! order! 
Notice should be given of these Ques- 
tions. 


Mr. J. 
(Leicester) : 
miners were actually miners and how 
many carpenters and others employed 
«bout the mines ? 


RAMSAY MACDONALD 


Mr. CHURCHILL : 
mation as to that. 


Uganda. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he has 
any information to give to the House 


How many of these 4,000 | ey eee 
; ' abandoned in civilised warfare, but are 


{23 JuLy 1906} 


has been presented to | 


Questions, 


714 


among the natives of Uganda and the 
fears of a revolt against the British in 
that region. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I presume that 
the hon. Member is referring to a state- 
ment which recently appeared in the 
newspapers to the effect that certain 
members of the caravan which accom- 
panied the Duke of the Abruzzi had 
asserted that serious trouble was on 
the point of breaking out in Uganda. 
The Secretary of State has made in- 
quiry on the subject and has received 
the following telegram from the Com- 


missioner of Uganda in reply: “I 
have received no disquieting reports 


from the district where the Duke of the 
Abruzzi’s party is believed to be. If - 
quiry is being made.” 


The Natal Rising. 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY (Hackney, 8.): 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether His Majesty’s 
Government will consider the propriety 
of making a friendly representation to 
the Natal military authorities in favour 
of substituting photography for decapita- 


tion as a means of identification in the 
field. 

Mr. CHURCHILL: No, Sir. The 
advantages of photography in such 


cases are so obvious that it may fairly 
be assumed that the circumstances in 
this instance were such as to prevent its 
being used. 


Mr. BYLES (Salford, N.): I beg 
to ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, whether he will consider 
the advisability of recommending to 
the Government of Natal the disuse 
of expansive bullets, which have been 


now being employed by native troops 
under the command of officers holding 
the King’s Commission, against His 


Thave noinforma- | Majesty’s black subjects in Natal. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I think it un- 
desirable at this juncture to make any 
public statement as to the form or 
substance of any friendly representations 
which may from time to time be offered 
by His Majesty’s Government to the 


with regard to the reports of unrest: responsible Government of Natal im 
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regard to military operations which the | 
latter Government is conducting with | 
its own money and its own men, and in 
regard to which the Imperial Govern- 
ment has neither direct responsibility nor 
direct control. 


Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) : Has not 
the Government a direct responsibility for | 
all subjects of the Crown of whatever 
race or colour ? 


Mr. BELLOC (Salford, 8.) : Who made 
these bullets ? 


Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : | 
Will the hon. Gentleman direct the recall | 


of British regiments from Natal ? 


[No Answer was given.] | 
Treaty of Vereniging—Definition of | 
“ Native.” | 
Mr. HAROLD COX: I beg to ask the | 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies | 
whether His Majesty’s Government, in | 
the interpretation of the treaty of | 
Vereniging, repudiate the definition of| 
the word “Native” laid down in the 
Report of the South African Native Affairs | 
Commission; and, if so, what precise | 
meaning they attach to the word. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: His Majesty’s 
Government have been advised that the | 
adoption of the definition of the word | 
‘native’ by the South African Native | 
Affairs Commission in the interpretation | 
of the Vereniging agreement would be 
regarded as a breach of the spirit of the 
agreement by the other parties to it. 


*Mr. REES: Is the hon. Gentleman 
aware that the application of this term | 
to British Indians causes natural and | 
justifiable indignation ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL : I can quite under- 
stand that. 


Mr. HAROLD COX: The hon. Gentle- 
man has not answered the latter part 
of my Question. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I believe the 
precise meaning attached to the word 
“native ” is native of any country other 
than a European country. I cannot, | 
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on the spur of the moment, give a reply 
to a legal and constitutional question. 


Questions. 


Mr. MYER (Lambeth, N.) : Does that 
apply to the Japanese ¢ 


Mr. CHURCHILL : Certainly. 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: Is tee 
right hon. Gentleman aware that Lord 
Milner stated that the word applied 
solely to the aboriginal natives of South 
Africa ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Notice should be 
given of that. 


Transvaal Franchise. 

Mr. HAROLD COX: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment propose to exclude from the fran- 
chise in the Transvaal all coloured 
persons as well as natives; and, if so, 
whether this exclusion will apply to 
Boers of mixed descent or only to coloured 
persons of British origin, 

Mr. CHURCHILL: It will be 
necessary to confine the franchise to 
white men. The interpretation of this 
term will rest as hitherto with the 
Transvaal Courts. 


Repatriation Notice. 

Mr. LUPTON : I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if the 
new Proclamation, authorising the repi- 
triation of the Chinese coolies on the Rand, 
has yet been posted up at the mines ; and, 
if not, will he state on what date it will 
be posted; and will he also give the 
House the exact terms of the Proclama- 
tion. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The new notice 
was posted in the compounds on July 
18th. The terms are given at page 190 
of Cd. 3025. 


Malta. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he is 
able to place upon the Table of the House 
any further correspondence between the 
Government and the Governor of Malta 
with reference to the Reverend John 
MeNeill. 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: When the corres- | received the mortality Returns of British 


pondence with the Governor of Malta | Central Africa Natives on the mines of 
on this subject is complete, the Secretary | the Transvaal, for the year ended June 
of State will consider what Papers can | 30th last ; and, ifso, how do they compare 
be laid before Parliament. | with previous Returns ; and whether the 
‘recruiting in British Central Africa of 
Mr. CORBETT: Will that be before | labour for the mines is to be allowed to be 
the Colonial Vote is taken or is it | recommenced. 
intended to keep the House in the dark ? | 


Questions, Questions. 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: The Secretary of 
Mr. CHURCHILL: I cannot say | State has not yet received the mortality 

when the correspondence will be com-| Returns in question, but expects them 

pleted. We have every desire to give | very shortly. 

thehon. Gentleman all the information | 





we can. 


Mr. CORBETT : 
the Colonial Vote ? If not, it will be of no 
use, 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Coolie Deserters. 


| 
Mr. MACKARNESS (Berkshire, New- | 


bury): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies what is the | 
number of Chinese coolies who deserted | 
from the Transvaal gold mines or were 
absent from work during the months of 
May and June respectively. 





Mr. CHURCHILL: The number of 
coolies convicted of absence without 
permit, desertion, and unlawful absence 
in May were ten, 890, 267 respectively. 
The numbers for June have not yet been 
recelved, 


Coolie Crime in the Transvaal. 

Mr. MACKARNESS: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies what is the number of white, 
coloured, and yellow persons, respec- 
tively, who have been murdered by 
Chinese coolies in the Transvaal during 
the first six months of this year. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Secretary of 
State is not in possession of the informa- 
on desired by the hon, Member and 
has telegraphed for it. 


Mortality among British Central 
African Natives. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 


Will that be before | 


| Secretary of State for the Colonies whether 
| : r 
| the Bewaarplatzen, which the Transvaal 








S.W.): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he has 


Bewaarplatzen. 
Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester): I beg to ask the Under- 


Government owned, have been sold, or 
whether they still remain the property of 
the State. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No action as far 
as I am aware has been taken recently 
with regard to the Bewaarplatzen. 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD: Will 
the hon. Gentleman make further in- 
quiries ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Certainly. I will 
ask my right hon. friend the Secretary 
of State to have the inquiry made by 
cable. 


Bishop of Zululand’s Charges. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether his attention has 
been called to the allegations of the 
Bishop of Zululand that Colonel Roy- 
ston’s column, early this month, took 
stock belonging to loyal natives, entered 
kraals and robbed natives of clothes and 
money; whether he is aware that 
Colonel Royston, in a sworn deposition, 
admits that his column looted the stock 
of natives whom they believed to be 
disloyal, and only respected the magis- 
trate’s certificate of loyalty, which few 
natives possess; and whether the Im- 
perial Government will issue instruc- 
tions to the Natal Government to afford 
protection to the lives and property of 
non-combatant natives and their fami- 
Jies. 








719 (Anvestions. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have seen) 
telegrams in the newspapers on this | 
subject, but the Secretary of State has 
not yet received official information. 
His Majesty’s Government are not in a 
position to issue instructions to the 
Natal Government as suggested. 


Mr. FLYNN: But these transactions 
involve a stigma on the name of this 
country. 


Rights of Natives in the Tranvaal. 


Mr. HAROLD COX: I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether during the negotiations 
that preceded the Treaty of Vereeniging, 
the then Colonial Secretary the Member 
for West Birmingham stated that His | 
Majesty’s Government, in a communi- 
cation to General Botha, could not 
consent to purchase peace by leaving 
the coloured population in the position 
in which they stood before the war, 
with not even the ordinary civil rights 
which the Government of Cape Colony 
had long conceded them ; whether Lord | 
Milner has stated in writing that he 
always held that the word native, in| 
the terms of surrender, meant natives | 
and not coloured people; and whether 
there is any record in the Colonial Office, 
of the grounds on which the late Colonial 
Secretary the Member for St. George’s, 
Hanover Square, came to the conclusion 
that the word native was intended by | 
the negotiators of the treaty to include 
coloured people. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: In answer to the 
first part of the Question, I would refer 
the hon. Member to the latter part of | 
the despatch printed as No. 6in Cd. 528, | 
from which it would appear that the 
Member for West Birmingham was not 
alluding to native franchise. No such | 
statement as that referred to in the 
second part of the Question is on record 
in the Colonial Office. At the time of 
the settlement of the Lyttelton Con- 
stitution, Lord Milner appears to have 
been of opinion that it was impossible | 
not to regard Cape coloured people 
as covered by the word “ natives” in | 
the terms of surrender, and the Member 
for St. George’s, Hanover Square, “4 
pears to have been given to understand 
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that the Boers would regard the word 
as covering all coloured persons. 


Repatriation of Coolies. 

Mr. ROWLANDS (Kent, Dartford) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether up to 
June 50th only eighteen Chinese coolies 
crime in the Transvaal 
have been repatriated ; and whether the 
powers under the ordinances for the 
repatriation of these criminals will be more 
rigorously applied. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The hon. Member 
has not, I think, noticed that the figure 
of eighteen coolies repatriated after 
imprisonment \ithout option of a fine 
on page 168 of Cd. 5205 is for the period 
up to June 50th, 1905. Since then, 
under the Ordinance No. 27 of 1905 
passed in September last, dangerous 
labourers are liable to be repatriated 


'even though not convicted, and Lord 


Selborne reported on May 28th, as 
shown at page 96 of Cd. 5025, that about 
500 of such undesirables have been 
repatriated. The Secretary of State 
understands that this policy is being 
rigorously applied, 


Sir West Ridgeway s Inquiry. 

Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies what has been 
the cost of Sir West Ridgeway’s Com- 
mittee of Inquiry in South Africa ; 
and when the Report of this Committee 
will be laid upon the Table of the House. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No final accounts 
have been submitted, but I understand 
that the cost may be expected to be 
£3.000 approximately. The latter part 
of the Question should be addressed to the 
Minister. 


Looting Native Kraals. 

Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, Tottenham) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether, in view of the 
fact that soldiers in Colonel Royston’s 
column have been accused of robbing 
loyal natives and burning their kraals, 
that they have been proved by a military 
court of inquiry to have looted the kraals 
of natives not known to be disloyal, in 


view also of the fact that native levies 
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have committed excesses while nominally | for Foreign 
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Affairs whether. in view 


under the control of British and Colonial | of the recent rejection by the Porte 


officers, he will request the Government | 

of Natal to appoint an independent 
Colonial Commission of Inquiry to in- 
vestigate into the conduct of these 
soldiers and native levies. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : I have no official 
information on this subject as yet, but it 
appears from the newspaper telegrams 
that a Court of Inquiry has already been 
held. 


Pasova Boundary Dispute. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: On behalf 
of the hon. Member for the Stepney 
Division of the Tower Hamlets, 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
\ffairs whether he is aware that 
the disputed tract at Pasova is near 
Wazna, in Tahizan, about latitude 37 
degrecs; and whether the importance 
of the matter in connection with the 
Baghdad Railway project is receiving 
due attention from His Majesty's Govern- 
ment. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Runct- 
MAN, Dewsbury, for Sir Epwarp Grey) : 
My right hon. friend is aware of the 
position of the tract in dispute. As 
he informed the hon. Member on 
the 19th instant,7 His Majesty's Gov- 
erament are giving the question their 
serious attention. 


Seamen's Remittances. 


Mason SEELY (Liverpool, Aber- 
crombie): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether 


he can see his way to remit that part 
of the charge of three pence in the pound, 
levied on the remittance home of British 
seamen’s wages from Hamburg and 
other foreign ports, which is now retained 
by the British Consuls in those ports. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The 
now under the consideration 
Majesty's Government. 


matter 1s 
of His 


Turkish Customs Duties. 


Mr. LYNCH (Yorkshire, W.R., Ripon): | 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State 





+ See Col. 391. 


I beg to: 


connection 
| Turkish Customs, which they had pre- 
| viously rejected. 

: 


of the proposals of the Powers in con- 
nection with the increase of the Turkish 
Customs duties, His Majesty's Govern- 
ment are now prepared to consider 
themselves bound by propoals which 
were formerly rejected, and which His 
Majesty's Government are in consequence 
justified in altering. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: The reply of the 


Turkish Government not having satisfied 


the conditions asked for, the whole 
question is being reconsidered. No more 
definite statement can be made at 
present. , 


*Mr. REES : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
increase of the Turkish Customs dues, 
if accepted by the Powers, and especially 
if the duties are in future to be collected 
by a European administration, will 
enable the concessionnaires of the Bagh- 
dad Railway to obtain security sufficient 
to raise the funds necessary for the 
construction of that railway ; and, if so, 
whether His Majesty’s Government, be- 
fore giving their final consent to such 
increase of the Customs, will take steps 
to obtain a due share of control over the 
line. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: My right hon. 
friend does not think a forecast of this 
nature in regard to Turkish finance can 
rightly be made. The latter part of 
the Question concerns a matter of policy, 
and it would not be in the public interest 
to make a statement on the subject. 
But he wishes to remind the hon. Member 
that the concession for the construction 
of the railway is the property of a German 
company. 


Mr. LYNCH: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the Porte has now signified their accept- 
ance of the proposals of the powers in 
with the increase in the 


Mr. RUNCIMAN: A further Note has 
just been addressed by the Porte to the 
Ambassadors at Constantinople. But 
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we do not consider that it satisfies the 
conditions laid down by the Powers. 


Mr. GOOCH (Bath): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether His Majesty’s Government, be- 
fore finally consenting to the proposed 
increase in the Customs duties in Turkey, 
will stipulate that the Budget of Mace- 
donia shall be relieved of a large part of 
the military expenditure with which it is 
at present charged. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN : It is not possible 
to make a statement on this point, which 
is connected with negotiations now 
under consideration, and in which other 
Powers are concerned. 


Income-Tax. 

Mr. ROSE (Cambridgeshire, New- 
market): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether the sum 
of £2,968,000 of income-tax revenue 
shown to have been received in the 
period from April Ist to April 28th last 
was actually collected in that period by 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, 
or was a portion of it collected by them 
previous to March 31st and handed 
over to the Treasury after that date. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr. AsquirH, Fifeshire, E.) : 
A portion was collected prior to 
March 31st. Money collected on account 
of income-tax, especially that collected 
in the provinces, occupies a certain time 
in the several stages of remittance 
through which it must pass before it 
reaches the account of the Commissioners 
of Inland Revenue at the Bankof England, 
and for this reason much of the collection 
during the last fortnight of the financial 
year is not paid into the Exchequer 
until after March 31st, and therefore 
does not figure in the Exchequer receipt 
until the following financial year. There 
was nothing abnormal in the position 
at the end of the last financial year. 


Mr. ROSE: I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer with which bank or 
banks do the Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners keep their balances before 
paying them over to the Treasury at 
the Bank of England; and whether 
he can state with which bank the Inland 
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come-tax account. 


Mr. ASQUITH: The account of the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue is 
kept only at the Bank of England. There 
is no separate bank account for the 
income-tax. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether income-tax is deducted 
from monetary prizes offered for com- 
petition in the public services ; whether 
any notice of such deduction is given 
previously to the competition; and 
what is the addition to the revenue by 
this deduction. 


Mr. ASQUITH: A monetary prize 
in the form of a single non-recurrent 
payment would not be held liable to 
income-tax. One in the form of an 
annuity for a period of years (such as 
a scholarship) would be. The 
of Inland Revenue are unable to cite any 
concrete instance of either contingency 
occurring in the public service. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: If I 
furnish the right hon. Gentleman with 
particulars of such cases will he inquire 
into them 4 


Mr. ASQUITH: Yes, Sir. 


Indian Penal Code. 

Sir J. JARDINE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, with a view to 
reduce the number of executions and 
lighten the responsibilities of juries, 
Judges, and the King’s advisers, he 
will make some inquiry into the working 
of the provisions of the Indian penal 
code, which for nearly half a century 
have allowed Judges in India to pass 
sentence of confinement for life instead 
of sentence of death on conviction for 
treason or murder, where in the opinion 
of the Judge extenuating circumstances 
disclose reasons for leniency. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Guap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): No doubt, in any 
amendment of the criminal law, the 
experience of the working of the Indian 


Board . 
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penal code ought to be considered, though 
the circumstances of the two countries 
differ widely; but any attempt to 
amend the law relating to murder presents 
very great difficulties, and I am not, as 
as present advised, prepared to undertake 
the task. 


Motor Power Noxious Odours. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I beg 
toask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether he is aware that 
Sir James Dewar, professor of chemistry, 
has expressed the opinion that the pro- 
cess of combustion of petroleum requisite 
as a motive power for motor cars and 
motor omnibuses produces a gas which 
is extremely injurious to public health ; 
and, in view of the inconvenience to 
which the public are subjected through 
noxious odours from this class of traffic, 
wil! he state whether the evidence of 
experts on this point as affecting the 
public health has been or will be taken. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I am consulting 
experts on this subject. 


Motor Car Speeds—Cabinet Ministers’ 
Privilege. 

Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (City 
of London): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the caseof a Cabinet Minister convicted of 
driving at a furious speed at Kingston ; 
whether he is aware that a claim was 
made before the magistrate for exemption 
from penalty for breach of the regulations 
as to motor traffic by the production of a 
pass authorising a Cabinet Minister to 
take precedence for his carriage over other 
traffic in the streets of London; and 
whether, in view of the fact that the use 
made of this pass appears to have been 
abused, he will consider the advisability 
of withdrawing it. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I have no in- 
formation on this subject other than 
that which has appeared in the news- 
papers. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman make inquiries ? 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I do not see 
what question arises with which I am 
concerned, 
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Sir F. BANBURY: It is a question 
of claiming the privilege. 
Viscount TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor- 
sham): How many of these passes are 
issued ? 


*Mr. GLADSTONE said he must ask 
for notice of that Question. 


Questions. 


Leckhampton Hill Riots. 

Mr. ESSEX (Gloucestershire, Ciren- 
|ce-ter): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
| State for the Home Department, whether 
ihe has had any petition or petitions in 
|favour of the partial or total remission 
of the unexpired sentence passed on 
Barrett and others at the Gloucester 
Assizes for rioting and causing damage 
on Lecckhampton Hill, Gloucester- 
shire, on Good Friday last; whether 
he is aware that the total amount of 
damage done was assessed under the 
county authority at less than £18; 
that Barrett was not present at the time 
of the riot; that evidence was given 
proving Barrett’s recorded good char- 
acter; that he dissuaded the persons 
present on the hill from unlawful acts; 
and what action he proposes to take in 
the matter. 





*Mr: GLADSTONE: I have received 
petitions in the case to which the hon; 
Member refers, : ud they are now under 
consideration. As the question is one 
of the exercise of the prerogative of 
the Crown, I am precluded from making 
any statement as to the inquiries I may 
make or the advice I may ultimately 
have to give. 


Motor Licences. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
if he will state in how many instances 
during the current year persons holding 
motor licences have had such licences 
suspended or cancelled for being re- 
sponsible for accidents in the Metropolitan 
Police area, 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: So far as I am 
able to ascertain no licences have been 
suspended during the current year on 
account of accidents in the Metropolitan 
Police area. It should be remembered 
that the police have no power to sus- 
pend or cancel motor licences. 
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Police and the Yiddish Language. 

Sir W. EVANS-GORDON (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 


Questions. 


Department what is the amount of the 
reward granted to the police for quali- 


fying in the Yiddish language ; and how 
many members of the force have earned 
and received it. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: 
£5 each and two of £2 10s. each have 
been offered to officers who may attain 
a high degree of proficiency in the 
Yiddish language. These prizes have 
not yet been won, but last year eight 
small prizes of a total value of £4 5s. 
were given to the more successfu! 
students, and this year fourteen officers 
will receive some small recognition, as 
the result of a recent examination, at a 
total cost of £6 12s. @d: 


Laundries. 
" Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
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not the practice of the Department to 
| divulge the names of the places referred 
to, by way of illustration or otherwise, 
in the factory inspectors’ reports. To 
do so would be both impolitic and unfair, 
and would tend to hinder rather than help 
the work of the Department. This 
consideration applies with especial force 
in the case of institutions which are not 
under the Factory Act at all. The 
English orphanage laundry referred to 
_was, I understand, considered the best 
| by the principal lady inspector on account 
| of its cleanliness and good administration. 


| Mr. WEDGWOOD : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
/ment whether his attention has been 
drawn to the Reports of the lady factory 
| inspectors on the conditions of women 
and child labour in Catholic, Protestant, 
/and other semi-charitable laundries and 
| workshops ; and whether he will consider 
| the advisability of extending at an early 
|date to these unpaid and unprotected 
'workers the State protection of the 


| Factories Acts. 
| 


he will state the situation of the English | 


orphanage laundry mentioned as the | 


best on pages 257 and 258 of the Report 
of the Chief Inspector of Factories, 1906, 
in which girls of twelve and thirteen are 


employed for eleven and a-quarter hours | 


a day; also the name and address of the 


society conducting it ; and also, on what | 


general grounds the chief lady factory 
inspector considered this particular laun- 
dry to be the best. 


I beg also to ask 
of State for the Home Department 
whether he can give the names of 
the societies and of the manageresses 
of the five Ca‘holic and two Protes- 
tant institutions at which Miss Deane 
and Miss Martindale were refused ad- 
mittance as mentioned on page 258 of 
the Report of the Chief Inspector of Fac- 
tories, 1906, and where these houses are 
situated; and whether in default of 
legislation compelling inspection, he will 
consider the desirability in the interests 


of the public of giving in future reports | 


the names of such institutions as refuse 
inspection. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I beg to answer 
these two Questions tegether. It is 


the Secretary | 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I hope to intro- 
| duce legislation on this subject next 
session, if possible. 





| Workmen’s Compensation Act. 

Mr. BOTTOMLEY: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
|Department whether, in the recent 
case under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, in which the Deputy Judge of the 
Southwark County Court reduced an 
allowance to an injured workman from 
| 15s. per week to Id., his attention 
'has been called to the shorthand notes 
| of the judgment, from which it appears 
|that one of the reasons given by the 
Deputy Judge for reducing the allow- 
/ance was to induce the injured man to 
| undergo a surgical operation to which 
|he objected; whether the man was 
informed that in the event of such 
| operation proving unsuccessful he could 
apply for the restoration of his allow- 
‘ance; and, further, whether, in view 
of the fact that there is no compulsion 
_by law upon any injured workman to 
/undergo a surgical operation against 
_his will, it is proposed to take any steps 
to restore this workman to his previous 
position. 
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*Mr. GLADSTONE’: I am informed 
by the Deputy Judge that he reduced 
the allowance because he was satisfied 
that the workman was at the time quite 
well and able to work. In any case I 
have no authority to interfere with the 
decision of a Court of law. The only 
appeal from the decision of a County 
court in a case under the Workmen’s 
(‘ompensation Act is the appeal given by 
the Act to the Court of Appeal. 


Mr. BOTTOMLEY asked the right 
hon. Gentleman to read the shorthand 
notes of the judgment. 


Crumlin Level Crossing. 

CotonEL HERBERT  (Monmouth- 
shire, S.): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether his 
attention has been drawn to the danger 
and inconvenience occasioned to the 
public by the retention of a level cross- 
ing over the Great Western Railway at 
Crumlin, Monmouthshire ; and whether 
he will take steps to compel the com- 
pany to substitute some other means of 
crossing. 


THe PRESIDEN! or roe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-Georae, Carnar- 
von Boroughs): Complaint has been 
made to the Board of Trade of delay to 
toad traffic at the level crossing in 
question, and the Board communicated 
with the Great Western Railway Com- 
pany thereon. I am now informed by 
the company that they are investigating 
the matter ; also that the provision of a 
road bridge in lieu of the crossing has 
been under consideration for some time 
past, and that negotiations with the 
Monmouthshire County Council are in 
progress. The Board of Trade appear 
to have no powers which would enable 
them to require the company to sub- 
stitute a bridge or subway for the 
crossing. 


Motor-Bus Speed. 

Mr. FELL: I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether 
the large motor omnibuses in use in 
Lendon are classed under Article VII. 
of the regulations made by the Local 
Government Board among the vehicles 
which may be driven at eight miles an 
hour or twelve miles an hour; and, if 
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the latter, whether these motor omni* 
buses are deemed to have their wheels 
fitted with pneumatic tyres or tyre’ 
made of soft or elastic material. 


PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Jonny 
Burns, Battersea): I understand that 
tLe registered axle weights of the motor 
omnibuses in London do not exceed 
six tons and that the tyres are of solid 
rubber, which is regarded as a soft or 
elastic material. Consequently the 
maximum speed at which they may be 
driven is twelve miles an hour. 


THE 


Training Colleges. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Education whether his attention has 
been called to the case of pupil teachers 
who win high places in the King’s 
scholarship list at the end of their appren- 
ticeships, and find themselves debarred 
from obtaining entrance with their 
scholarships into many of the State- 
aided residential training colleges because 
of their religious beliefs; whether he is 
aware of the fact that this circumstance 
exposes these young people to the temp- 
tation to change their religion in order 
to enjoy the scholarships they have duly 
earned ; and whether, in pursuance of 
the policy of abolishing religious tests 
for teachers, he will consider the desir- 
ableness of introducing a provision into 
the regulations governing the dispensa- 
tion of Government grants to residential 
training colleges to the effect that no 
King’s scholar otherwise duly qualified 
by character and attainments shall 
be refused admission on the grounds of 
his or her religious belief. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
or EDUCATION (Mr. Brrrett, Bristol, 
N.): In answer to the first paragraph 
of the Question, I am given to under- 
stand that the residential training 
colleges which are undenominational 
are always full and are so few in number 
that cases of the kind referred to neces- 
sarily arise, though I hope that the 
result suggested in the second paragraph 
does not often follow. A considerable 
increase in the number of local autho- 
rities’ training colleges will, I hope, 
occur in the near future, stimulated 
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by the large building grants now afforded 
by the Board of Education ; and as these 
new colleges will be undenominational, 
the difficulty referred to by the hon. 
Member will gradually be met in the 
only really effective way. For I do not 
think that the method suggested in the 
third paragraph of the Question would 
meet the difficulty at all satisfactorily. 
If a young person between eighteen and 
twenty is to become a_ residential 


(Juestions. 


student within an institution conducted | 


admittedly for denominational purposes 


and permeated intentionally with a at centres. 
denominational atmosphere, he or she; that the county council 
should be in sympathy with the denomi- | 
nation in question; for, if not, one of) 
the main objects of the institution will | 
the | 
scholar be subjected to influences not | 


be completely thwarted and 
desired for him by his parents. The | 


situation is a difficult one, and before | 


undertaking to alter next year’s regula- Minister for Welsh Education will receive 


tions I prefer to wait and see whether 
we may not attain better results by 
having secured the establishment of an 
increasing number of undenominational | 
colleges—an object to which the Board | 
are giving their best attention and | 
offering large pecuniary inducements. | 
| 

Dr. MACNAMARA: What is_ it! 
proposed to do in the case of young | 
persons who prefer a residential to a| 


day college ? 

Mr. BIRRELL: I do not suppose | 
young persons would desire to go into) 
denominational colleges out of sympathy 
with their own denomination. The 
whole question, however, is being con- 


sidered. 


Pupil Teachers’ Grants. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Education, whether under Article 27 
of the new Regulations for the instruction 
and training of pupil teachers, the 
grant will be payable to the managers 
of pupil teacher centres, other than 
county council pupil teacher centres, 
in respect of each pupil teacher in 
attendance, such grant to be then 
handed over to the pupil teacher. 





Mr. BIRRELL: The Answer is in 
the negative. The grants under Article | 
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27 of the Regulations are not payabl* 
| to the managers of pupil teacher centres 
|or to local education authorities in 
respect of the centres provided by them. 
They are payable to county councils, 
as local education authorities for ele- 
mentary education, in respect of pupil 
teachers employed in public elementary 
schools maintained by them, and as 
contributions towards the expenses which 
county councils incur in respect of the 
_ travelling and other incidental expenses 
|of pupil teachers who are instructed 
There is no requirement 
shall make 
a corresponding grant of £2 or of any other 
amount to every such pupil teacher. 





Welsh Minister of Education. 
Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (City of 
London): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Education, if the new 


a salary in respect of educational work. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I must ask the hon. 
Member’s attention to the Government 
Amendments to Clause 25 which dispos? 
of his Question. 


School Fees. 

Mr. FULLERTON (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Education what number of 
elementary schools in England and Wales 
continue to charge school fees ; whether 
he is aware that these fees are imposed in 
many districts where the population is 
poor, whereas in other districts in the 
same town no fees are charged, although 
the population is more prosperous ; and 
whether he will make provision in the 
Education Bill now before Parliament 
for the deduction of the amount of the 
school fees from the additional grant 
proposed to be given under the Bill. 


Mr. BIRRELL: There are 810 public 
elementary schools in England and Wales 
(of which twenty are higher elementary 
schools) charging fees in one or more of 
their departments. I must refer the hon. 
Member to the reply that I gave on this 


' subject on July 12th to the hon. Member 


for Blackburn.+ Itis not possible in the 





| See (4) Debates, elx., 1063. 
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present Bill to do as suggested in the 
Question. 


Clause 2 of the Education Bill. 

Lorp ROBERT CECIL (Marylebone, 
E.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Education whether he intends 
to propose any Amendment to Clause 2, 
limiting the power of the owners of the 
schoolhouse to use the schoolhouse for any 
purposes they think fit, under sub-section 
(2) of that clause, or any Amendment to 
(Clause 4, sub-section (4), giving the 
parent as well as the owner a right of 
appeal under that sub-section. 


Mr. BIRRELL: As to the first point, 
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Rathkeale Post Office. 
Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
|W.): I beg to ask the Postmaster- 


|General if he can say whether Mrs. 
| Howard, the new postmistress at Rath- 
_ keale, has taken the premises for the post 
| office there from which the representa- 
tives of James Carey, deceased, were 
lately evicted for one year’s rent; 
whether he is aware that James Carey 
effected improvements in the premises to 
the value of £500, and, owing to the rent 
|charged by the landlord, the tenant’s 
representatives could not dispose of their 
interest at a fair price, and that the town 
tenants association in Rathkeale called 
upon the landlord to fix such a fair rent 
for the premises as would enable them to 





Ihave not yet been able to find words do so ; and whether, in the interest of the 
which would limit the power of user by | public peace, as well as in that of keeping 
the owners of the schoolhouse without | the Post Office outside matters of Party 
inflicting an injury upoa them which | dispute, he will take steps to see that 
appears unnecessary. As to the parent’s Mrs. Howard, a public official, has 
appeal, the Answer is in the negative. nothing to do with the premises. 


| 
| 





The Council for Wales. 

Lorp ROBERT CECIL: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General whether under 
sub-section (8) of Section 37 of the 
Education Bill there would be any, and, 
if so, what means of preventing an Order 
in Council, proposed to be made under 
that section, from coming into force. 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Joun Watton, Leeds, S.): I assume 


that for the purposes of this Question the 
noble Lord contemplates that the Ad- 
ministration will refuse to give effect to a 
condemnation by this House of the Order 
in Council. If they should give effect to 
such a Resolution of course no difficulty 
will arise. If they should refuse, the 
ordinary methods of constitutional prac- 
tice are open for the adoption of Parlia- 
ment. The resignation of the Minister 
responsible could be enforced by refusal 
to vote his salary, and the resignation of 
the whole Ministry could be enforced by 
the refusal to vote Supply. 
methods are not drastic enough, there 
still remains the rusty but formidable 
weapon of impeachment. But I think 
the question is somewhat academic 
because the President of the Board of 
Trade has put down Amendments adapted 
to meet the point of the Question. 


If these | 


| THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
|SypNey Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
| lar) : 
| circumstances referred to by the hon. 


I have no knowledge of the 


|Member, but am making inquiry. In 
| any case, however, the matter is not one in 
| which, as Postmaster-General, I can 


| directly interfere. 


| The Ridgeway Commission’s Report. 

| Mr. LYTTELTON (St. George’s, 
| Hanover Square): I beg to ask the 
| Prime Minister when he proposes to 
|lay the Report of the Ridgeway Com. 
| mission upon the Table. 


THe PRIME MINISTER anv FIRST 
|LORD or tHe TREASURY (Sir H. 
| CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling 
|Burghs): The Report is necessarily 
| of a confidential nature for the informa- 
'tion of the Government, and I should 
doubt if it is of the character of doeu- 
ments which are ordinarily laid on the 
Table. I will consider the matter, but 
I am not prepared at this stage to say 
whether it will be laid or not. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: May I ask the 
Prime Minister whether the expenses 
of this Commission are not public ex- 
penses; whether the Commission was 
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not appointed, in substance, to furnish | 
information in which the Government | 
said they were deplorably lacking; and | 
whether he considers it fair, as the Com- 
mission sat with closed doors in South 
Africa, to withdraw from us the infor- 
mition before this debate takes place ? 


Questions, 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not know What information we are 
withdrawing from the right hon. Gentle- 
man. He acted in the matter without 
any information et ell He was quite 
ready to give a Constitution without any 
inquiry, and in that we differ from him. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I must correct 
the Prime Minister. The correspondence 
in reference to the Constitution we 
brought forward lasted, I think, eight 
months ; and it was considered at public 
meetings in the Colonies during all that 
time. The deplorable lack of informa- 
tion to which the right hon, Gentleman 
referred was his own lack of informa- 
tion and not mine. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
No doubt, the right hon. Gentleman had 
the information which he desired. But, 
as amatter of fact, this Report has only 
been just received. I have seen it 
myself; but a good many of my col- 
leagues have not yet seen it. We must 
consider what its nature is. It will 
require a certain amount of preparation 
—not on our part, but on the part of 
the Commission, if it should be made 
public. On these grounds, I do not 
think I can promise it will be published 
—if at all—before the discussion. 


Mr. LYTTELTON: I am sorry to be 
so pertinacious. But I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman whether it is right or 
fair that this House should enter on a 
debate, which is finally to settle the 
Constitution of the Transvaal, without 
that information which the Government 
appointed a Commission to obtain ? 


[No Answer was returned.] 


Committee of Defence. 
Mayor SEELY: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister, whether the Committee 
of Defence is now representative of 
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all sections of political opinion in the 
State; and, if not, whether he will con. 
sider the desirability of so altering its 
constitution that in future it shall dy 
so, with a view to the ultimate inclusion 
of representatives from all parts of the 
Empire. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I do not think the Committee of Defence 
is of the nature which my hon. fr end 
seems to impute to it. It is a part of 
the administrative machinery of the 
Government of the day, and it hardly 
admits of extension to so wide a field 
as he indicates. 


Scottish Bills. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether he will arrange 
to have the Crofters Acts Amendment 
Bill imtroduced before the House 
adjourns, so that those interested may 
have an opportunity of considering and 
discussing the measure with their con- 
stituents before the House reassembles 
in October. 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I propose to ask the House to have a 
special sitting on Saturday for the pur- 
pose of introducing this and another 
Scottish Bill. 


Irish Tobacco Bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
K.): I beg to ask the Prime Minister, 
if he will give facilities for the passing 
of the Irish Tobacco Bill, which is 


unonposed. 


Srr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am afraid we cannot find time for this 


additional Bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: In view 
of the fact that this Bill is entirely 
unopposed will the right hon. Gentleman 
give it favourable consideration in the 
autumn ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I am rather doubtful as to the fact 
whether it is unopposed. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: If the 
right hon. Gentleman knows anyone 
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opposing it will he let me know who, Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
it is 2 | Ido not see how it is possible to find a 
| day for the purpose. 
[No Answer was returned.] | , ae 
| Trawling Legislation. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
| I beg to ask the Prime Minister if he has 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: I beg to/ yet had an opportunity of making 
ask the Prime Minister whether he will himself aequainted with tne Trawlers’ 
provide that, after the Secretary of Certificate Suspension Pill; and, if so, 
State for Foreign Affairs lays upon the whether, in view of the fact that the 
Table the promised official Papers in line fishing industry around the coasts 
regard to the Denshawi trials and execu- | of Great Britain and Ireland suffers 
tions, some time shall be given to the | from the depredations of trawlers, he 
House to discuss the subject. 'is prepared to give facilities for the Bill 

| this session. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | . 
The only time I can suggest for raising | I nae ~? ee ee 
the question will be on the Report stage + “OU ‘ beara pie acilities for any 
of the Foreign Office Vote, after the ™°r° Bills; but I certainly cannot do 
esse Gliese Veto kan hen hee | Oe specially facilitate this Bill 


the last allotted day, that is to say, on | which is far from being unopposed. 


August Ist. 


Denshawi Trial—Papers. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that repre- 
Traffic Commission’s Report. sentatives of sea-board constituencies are 
*Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilt- | strongly in favour of this Bill ? 
shire, Chippenham): I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister if he can now give any} Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
indication of the steps that the Govern- | said he could add nothing to his Answer. 
ment may take to give effect to the 
recommendations of the Traffic Com- Mr. WEIR: Can the right hon. 
mission, in view of the investigations | Gentleman state the name of a single 
of that Commission into the traffic) Member opposing this Bill ? 
problems of the Metropolis which have 
now reached so acute a stage. | Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
If I knew I should be chary about giving 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | Dames. 
I am afraid that the Government will , : 
require more time for considering the Trish a on Royal 
recommendations of the Traffic Com- . . 
mission, and they have also to bear in Ms. NIELD amen, Heeeg): | 
mindthat the Reportsofthe RoyalCommis- ma Sen Os a a 
sion on Motor Cars and the Select Com- | Ste Se ee 
mittee on Cabs may have some bearing aaa, Tepaveeantang: SH Soe 
on the question—all the more because have been: exciaded Hom memineeap 
of the absolutely transitional stage which of Cane Teeny aeons Saye 
this problem has now reached. pean snaly, Go: See Cee 

Commission, Irish Railways Commis- 
: sion, and Congested Districts Commis- 

‘ Pg ri — sion; whether he will take steps to 

Mr. MORTON: eg to ask the| secure that the Irish Unionist Party be 
Prime Minister whether, in allotting | given representation on these Royal 
the time for the consideration of Supply, | Commissions; and, further. will he 
he will allow one day for the consideration | state the special qualifications of the 
of the Scottish Estimates, for which|hon. Member for Inverness Burghs to 
om - not ze been any real oppor- | serve on the Congested Districts Com- 
unity during this session, mission, 
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Sir. H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 
‘here has been no exclusion, but a desire to | 
secure the men most specially qualified | 
for the work in each particular case. | 
No Member of Parliament has been | 
placed on the Trinity College Com- | 
mission except the hon. Member for the 
University of Cambridge who has the 
special qualifications of being an Trish- 
map resident in Treland and a= dis- 
tinguished scholar and former professor 
in a great university. No Member of 
Parliament at all has been placed on the 
Railway Commission, because it was 
not thought A gentleman 
who was till last year a Conservative 
Member of Parliament and who has 
long resided in Ireland has been placed 
on the Congested Districts Commission. 
Tam not aware that there is any Con- 
servative Lrish Member who has resided 
‘yn oa congested district. The special 
qualifications of the hon. Member for 
the Inverness Burghs are that he has for 
some years past spent a large part of 
every year in Ireland and studied the 
land problem there, and that he is also 
acquainted with the similar problem 
which presents itself in the North of 
Scotland. 


Necessary. 


| man 


Musical Copyright Bill. 

Mr. J. D. WHITE (Dumbartonshire) : | 

I beg to ask the Prime Minister whether, 

seeing that the Musical Copyright Bill 

was introduced as a private Member’s 

Bill, and in view of the character of its 

provisions, he will leave the decision on | 

the Third Reading an open question and 
not put on the Government tellers. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
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*Mr. GLADSTONE: A few constables 
were employed in 1903 at the cost of the 
agents of the Musical Copyright Associa- 
tion. Since that year only one constable 
has been employed for two days in 1905 ; 
he was in plain clothes. None are at 
present employed. 
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Irish Supply. 

Me. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) 
asked the Prime Minister whether he 
could not give a more favourable answer 
than on a previous occasion in respect of 
the Irish Supply, put down for Thursday 
next. He reminded the right hon. Gen- 
tleman of the invariable practice since 
the Supply rule was established of acknow- 
ledging some priority of claim on the part 
of the Opposition, who were the natural 
critics of the Government ; and, therefore, 
some part of the three days to he devoted 
to Irish Supply should be given to those 
representatives of Ireland who were not 
supporters of the Government. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
said that it was unnecessary to argue 
the question with the right hon. Gentle- 
man. He admitted that there was a 
good deal in what the right hon. Gentle- 
said. He was not without hope 
that if the right hon. Gentleman repeated 
his question to-morrow he would then be 


‘able to give a definite answer. 


NEW WRIT. 

New Writ for the County of Cumber- 
land (Cockermouth Division), in the 
room of Sir Wilfrid Lawson, baronet, 
deceased._-(Mr. Whiteley.) 


The Bill has been thoroughly discussed | 


since its adoption by the Government, 


and I see no reason for taking the course | 


suggested. 


Mr. J.D. WHITE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart 
ment whether the wages of any police con- 
stables in the Metropolitan area have been 


or are being paid by persons interested | 


in musical copyrights or taking proceed- 
ings under the Musical Copyright Act, 
1902; and, if so, what number are 
presently employed in that way; and 
whether, when so employed, they exer- 
cise their powers in plain clothes. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE, 
ETC. 


Ordered, That the Standing Com- 
'mittee on Trade, etc., have leave to sit 
to-morrow during the sitting of the 
| House for the consideration of the Town 
Tenants (Ireland) Bill.—(Mr. Lugene 
| Wason ) 


OFFICIAL PUBLICATIONS, ETC. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
with Minutes of Evidence and Appendix, 
brought up, and read. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. |No, 277. 
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Education (England 
NEW BILLS. 


LAND TENURE (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


“To deal with Land Tenure 
Scotland,” presented by Mr. 


in 


to be read a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 321.] 


ACCESS TO MOUNTAINS (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 

“'T'o secure to the public the right of 
Access to Mountains and Moorlands in 
Scotland,” presented by Mr. Annan 
Bryce ; supported by Mr. Crombie, Mr. 
Wallace, Mr. Alexander Black, Mr. John 
Dewar, Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Arthur 
Dewar, Mr. Gulland, Mr. J. M. Hen- 
derson, Mr. Barnes, Mr. Dundas White, 
and Mr. Wilkie; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 322.] 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 


aha 


read. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) 
moved to recommit the Bill in respect of 
Clauses 4 and 25, because he desired to 


impress upon the House the importance | ; ; ; 
|posed by his Motion was to withdraw 


of giving adequate discussion to these 
two clauses. He did not think any hon. 
Member would say that these clauses had 
received discussion which could be 
described in any way as adequate. The 
clauses effected changes in our educational 
system which might well form the sub- 
ject of special Bills. Clause 25 proposed 
a change of far-reaching character 
which in point of fact had hardly been 
touched upon. They must look at things 
as they were, and anyone looking at the 
Notice Paper would see there was no 
possibility of discussing the clause upon 
the Report stage. When it was down in 
Committee the discussion was confined 
to one day. He would like to draw 
the attention of the House to the actual 
proposals made by the clause as originally 
drafted. It proposed substantial auto- 
nomy for Wales. It proposed also a 
council for Wales with large powers but 
without any control by the House or by 
any Minister sitting in the House. To 
that proposal a great deal of objection 
had been taken and Amendments 


Munro | 
Ferguson ; supported by Mr. Lamont ; | 


{23 Jety 1906} 





and Wales) Bill. 


were put down by the hon. Member for 
the Walton Division of Liverpool which 
would have practically reduced the 
council to a subordinate position. The 
President of the Board of Trade then rose 
and said he proposed to accept these 
Amendments—in fact the right hon. 
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|Gentleman propounded a scheme of a 
| contradictory character. 


He proposed 
the creation of a Welsh Minister who 
was to have no salary and no department, 


| but upon whom complicated and respon- 


| sible duties would devolve. He would have 


the control, not only of the whole of 


| Welsh education, but also the Council for 


| Wales. 


Wales itself. No power, however, had 
been actually granted to him to do so; 
that was regarded as a detail by the 
Government. Meanwhile the Board of 
Education was to be kept in force in 
Now they were faced with a 
still further problem, because the Govern- 


/ment, having considered the proposal, 
| recognised the impossibility of asking 


| the House to assent to it without further 


The Welsh Minister had 


consideration. 


| already had his existence suspended, and 


| hh oacneu wad av . C : 
Order for consideration, as amended, | the Treasury was to have control of public 


expenditure in Wales. He ventured to 


| say it was quite impossible to ask the 








House to pass these proposals without any 
further consideration or any possibility of 
moditying them. The only other course 
open to the Government than that pro- 


Clause 25 altogether. As to Clause 4, 
he ventured to say the case was just as 
strong. ‘The House would remember the 
history of the clause. As originally 
drafted it was one of considerable length, 
but by reason of the Government Amend- 
ments introduced in Committee _ it 
eventually occupied two and a half pages. 
He had observed that no less than 
twenty-five Amendments were put down 
by the Minister for Education, and some 
of these were of a character which it was 
impossible for the House to deal with, 
even theoretically. He wished most 
earnestly to impress upon the attention of 
the House the actual general provisions 
of the clause ; if those provisions were 
agreed to without adequate discussion the 
House would not be maintaining its dignity 
as a legislative body. Clause 4 conceded 
the principle that denominational religion 
ought to be taught in denominational 
schools ; it conceded the parental prin- 
ciple, viz., that parents should have the 
right to determine the religious education 
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of the children; and also that teachers; education authority said that these 
should be permitted to give denomina- | conditions had not been satisfied the 


tional instruction. These were three 
very important principles in the general 
scheme of the Bill, and if they were to be 
granted they should be granted effectively. 
When they came to look at how the 
clause itself would be affected, the change 


appeal went. ‘Then assuming that they 
got to the position that these conditions 
were complied with, there were the 


/conditions applied to the owners who 


proposed to be introduced by the Govern- | 


ment made it far worse than it 
originally. Let them take the question 
of the ballot : he had no doubt whatever 
that the introduction of the ballot had 
raised the proportion that was required 
to bring a school under the clause from 
four-fifths to nine-tenths. Moreover, it 
was quite clear that if only a single child 
attended the school who did not desire 
the facilities under Clause 4, and if there 
did not happen to be another school 
convenient for that child in the neigh- 
bourhood, the whole of the rest of the 
children would be forced to accept the 
teaching of undenominational religion. 
‘That provision alone could be satisfac- 
tory if the object which the Govern- 
ment professed to have in view was 
to be carried out. He drew attention to 
the second half of the clause because that 
was the part held out to the Opposition as 
a concession of great importance on the 
clause as originally drafted. Let the House 
remember that the operation of that part 
of the clause would only arise in the case 
of a hostile local education authority. 
What was the appeal to be? To begin 
with, it was not only given to the parents 
agerieved, but to the owners or trustees. 
{t had to be shown to the Education 
Department, in the first place, that the 
conditions of Clause 4 had not been com- 
plied with in the case of the school in 
question; and, in the second place, it 
had to be shown that the school was one 
to which the Education Department 
would desire to extend facilities. Then 
trey would have to provide for a local 
inquity before the school could be 
transferred, and in that case twenty 
families would have to make application 
to the local education authority which 
must satisfy the Education Department, 
both that there were parents of four- 
fifths of the children attending the school 
—or, as he contended, nine-tenths— 
demanding the facilities, and also that 
there was no public accommodation for the 


remainder of the children. If the local 


Lord Lt. Cecil. 


asked for extended facilities. Further, 
at the very best the facilities were 
only to be granted for five years. But 
if the facilities were granted for five 


‘years what was to prevent a_ hostile 


‘If this clause, 


majority on the local education 
authority then dismissing the old de- 
nominational teachers and using that 
as a means for the transformation of the 
denominational school into a_ public 
elementary school? That was positively 
what, in his opinion, this Amendment 
amounted to, so that the concession 
was absolutely worthless. The right hon. 
Gentleman had repeatedly said that he 
regarded this clause as essential to the 
Bill ; ifso, could not the right hon. Gentle- 
man make the clause real in order that it 
might meet a real religious grievance / 
which was a gigantic 
exception to the whole framework of 
the Bill was to be made a_ real 
and not a sham clause; as_ the 
right hon. Gentleman said it was the in- 
tention of the Government it should be, 
then the Government must consent, if 
necessary, to deal with it seriously, even 
at the loss of some of the popularity 
which they at present possessed. What 
was the use of a Government coming back 
with great power and position unless 
that power and position were to be used 
for a great end? Was there any object 
on which their majority and _ position 
could be expended more worthily than in 
settling this great religious question, in 
promoting the prosperity of the country, 
and in preserving the spiritual and 
religious welfare of the people? He 
begged to move. 


Motion made and question propose |, 
“* That the Bill be recommitted in respect 
of Clauses 4 and 25.°—(Lord R. Cecil.) 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or EDUCATION (Mr. Brrrext, Bristol, 
N.) said that the time occupied by this 
Motion might have been better spent in 
discussing the new clauses and _ the 
Amendments on the Paper. He admitted 
Clause 4 was open to criticism, but that 
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was hardly a reason for recommittal.{he had not achieved was the thorough 
The clause had been much discussed, and | discussion and sifting of the proposals 
the Amendments now standing on the | which he had brought before the House. 
Paper were the result of that discussion. | He instanced Clause 4. In Committee 
Naturally he was somewhat attached to | they did not discuss either the question of 
the clause, because it had cost him so | appeal or the question of the teachers or 
much pain and trouble ; but he thought | the question of the population limit, throo 
the hon. Member for the Louth Division | great points which lay at the very root of 
would be glad to know from the noble Lord | the clause. The right hon. Gentleman 
that only five per cent. of the Anglican | had got into the habit of thinking the 
schools would get the benefit of the | proper way of dealing with the Bill was to 
clause. The information of the Board of | put dewn Amendments at odd times and 








Education was of a totally different | 
character. Clause 25 in its new form. 
must also be regarded as the result of 
Committee discussion. It was easy to 
make fun of this embryonic Welsh | 
Minister, this embarrassed phantom that | 
never appeared. In consequence of the | 
constitutional objection urged by hon. | 
Gentlemen opposite, the embryonic Minis- 
ter disappeared ; and the House had only 
to deal with a very modified, minimized, 
and reduced clause. Nevertheless, the 
Welsh Members were satisfied with 
the permission to establish this Welsh 
Council, and if they were content to 
be placed under the scorpions of the 
Treasury instead of under the whips of 
the Board of Education, that was their | 
affair. The Government had conceded 
everything except the creation of a| 
Welsh Council of the kind indicated in the 
first part of Clause 25. If the Welsh 
Members thought—and he did not wonder 
that they should think—that that was a 
step forward in the right path, which 
secured to them a local interest in and 
control over their whole system of 
education so that they might show the 
same mastery over elementary as they 
had already shown over secondary edu- 
cation—if they were content for a time, 
at all events, to work in that way without 
incurring any additional expense to the 
Exchequer, he did not see, although it 
might be good fun to ridicule them for 
the very little they were getting, that | 
that was any ground for the recommittal | 


of the Bill. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR thought the right | 
hon. Gentleman had a very singular idea 
of what Parliamentary discussion was or 
ought to be. He had shown great ability 
in the conduct of the Bill, great charm of 
manner, dexterity, and many 
Parliamentary qualities; but one thing 


| necessary. 


other | 


get them passed under the closure. 


An HON. MEMBER: He is following 


the precedent you set. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR observed that all 
the great principles of the Bill of 1902 were 
discussed before the closure was applied. 
There was nothing comparable to Clause 
4 in the Bill of 1902 that was not threshed 
out day after day and week after week in 
Committee. But he had never denied, 
and did not deny, that closure resolutions 
on a great Bill might probably be 
What he complained of 
was that inthis case the compartments 
were so contrived that most important 
points in the Bill never had been dis- 
cussed at all, and the latter portion of 
Clause 4 was, of all portions of the Bill, 
the one which most needed examination 
at the hands of the House. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that his Amendmen‘s 
to the clause were Amendments otf 
detail. Might he remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that one of these Amend- 
ments would forbid any appeal to the 
Education Department after January 
Ist, 19082 It therefore excluded from 
any appeal all future cases of Clause 4 


schools, whether they were existing 


' schools or schools brought into being to 
'meet the changing needs of the popula- 
| tion. 
mitted that the arrangements made were 


While under Clause 4 it was ad- 


merely interim arrangements capable 
of and very likely requiring revision at 


| quinquennial periods, the appeal which 


was admitted to be necessary at the 
beginning of these quinquennial periods 
was not regarded as necessary at any 
subsequent stage. While the case in 
respect of Clause 4 was overwhelming, 
the case in respect of Clause 25 was even 
stronger. The right hon. Gentleman 
appeared to think that the object of the 
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Opposition was to turn the proceedings 
on that clause into ridicule. They were 
ridiculous enough, he admitted. But 
he had a much more serious object in 
view. He thought the whole procedure 
of the Government in respect of Clause 
25 was a travesty of Parliamentary 
proceedings and calculated to bring the 
legislative powers of the House into 
ridicule. They put down a clause in 
their original Bill, a mere skeleton clause 
which evidently had not been thought 
out by its author or authors, and which 
contained no evidence whatever that 
the inevitable difficulties which any 
great change of the kind must carry 
with it had been either considered or 
provided against. Suddenly, on the 
very day on which the clause was to be 
considered in Committee, the Minister 
in charge suggested an entirely different 
and very absurd and_ objectionable 
scheme for constituting a Minister for 
Wales. Some of the Amendments were 
submitted in manuscript, others had 
not even reached the manuscript stage, 
and they remained in the form of 
promises which apparently had been 
unfulfilled. The plan of the Government 
lived its summer day; it fluttered for a 
moment in the sun and it died. n 
Saturday morning a third scheme was 
brought forward, differing fundamentally 
from both its predecessors, but sharing 
a great many of their defects. When 
were they to discuss this scheme? The 
opportunity would not occur on the 
Report stage. The only way in which 
the Government could give a chance for its 
discussion was by accepting the present 
Motion. If they had the smallest regard 
either for their own legislative credit or 
for the credit of the House of Commons 
they were, it seemed to him, driven by 
irresistible logic to do one of two things. 
Kither let them assent to the Motion 
and give the House a chance of criti- 
cising the Bill, or let them treat their 
new proposals with the same contempt 
which they had shown for their old 
proposals and drop them out of the 
Bill at the first opportunity. There 
seemed to him to be conclusive reasons 
why these two clauses should be 
brought before the House in Committee, 
and he earnestly asked the Government 
whether they could not meet his noble 
friend in this matter. . 


Mr, A. J, Balfour, 
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Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
said he had a great respect for the right 
hon. Gentleman, but he thought it took 
a little Parliamentary hardihood on his 
part to make such a speech as that to 
which they had just listened. Com- 
plaint was made that sufficient time had 
not been given to discuss Clauses 4 and 
25. Clause 4 was discussed for three 
days and Clause 25 had one day, and for 
the right hon. Gentleman to say that 
this was a drastic proceeding that could 
not be justified was to his mind a classic 
instance of Satan reproving sin. The 
right hon. Gentleman justified his action 
in 1902. Everyone knew what happened 
then. They ambled through the Com- 
mittee stage of that Bill for thirty-seven 
days. 


*Mr. SPEAKER hoped the hon. 
Gentleman was not going to tell the House 
what happened in 1902. If the hon. 
Member started that no one could tell 
how long they would be. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that all he 
intended to say was that the right hon. 
Gentleman justified what took place in 
1902, and that nothing now taking place 
was at all comparable with what took 
place then. What then happened was 
that all the enactments of this country 
for thirty vears were being swept away 
without a single word of comment. 
Sixteen enactments from 1870, down to 
1900 





*Mr. SPEAKER: I hope the hon. 
Member will not pursue that argument. 
If he continues someo ne on the other side 
will want to reply to him and I do not 
see how we are to stop if that occurs. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he only 
wanted to point out that the two things 
were not comparable, and that the 
scheme to-day did give a fair amount 
of discussion to Clauses 4 and 25. He 
felt that the criticism of the right hon. 
Gentleman was not justified and if he 
wanted to use profitably the three days 
now given his advice to him was to 
get on as fast as possible with the things 
which the Government had provided for 
discussion during those three days. 
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‘Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) said 
he certainly thought what they were 
debating was not the Bill first intro- 
duced and it was not the Bill so suddenly 
and strangely transferred by the group 
of Amendments which they had had no 
opportunity of seeing until as late as 
last Saturday. In his opinion, the 
Government were not treating Parlia- 
ment in the way in which Parliament 
ought to be treated, and he hoped the 
cours? which had been pursued would 
not be made a precedent. The House 
of Commons should have an opportunity 
for free discussion and debate, but the 
opportunity for discussion had been so 
greatly restricted in this case, where it 
was so much necded, that it was, so far 
as Clause 25 was concerned, absolutely 
non-existent. The new clauses of the 
right hon. Gentleman created an entire 
change in our representative system. 
Our system of government and adminis- 
tration had been a system of govern- 
ment by the majority. On this occasion, 
for the first time, there was introduced 
in our legislation, practically without 
notice, the principle of proportionate 
representation. That might be a good 
or a bad system, but a new departure in 
our system of government and adminis- 
tration should not be sprung upon the 
House in this way. He thought that that 
in itself was sufficient reason why this Bill 
should be recommitted in order that 
there should be a full investigation of 
its provisions. It ought to be borne 
in mind also that the proposals would 
have a most unfortunate effect on the 
public service, as some of the staff would 
probably be transferred from Whitehall 
to a country town in Wales. The 
Secretary of State for War had said earlier 
in the day that a soldier could not 
be transferred without his consent. A 
few hours later, in another service 
less severe in its administration, 
public officers were to be transferred 
whether they liked it or not. They 
were to be taken from Whitehall, where 
probably their whole lives had been 
spent, to some picturesque but remote 
district in Wales. The House ought also to 
hive some regard to the teachers. A 
teacher at present, on entering this 
important profession had both Wales and 
England before him. If this clause passed 
the teacher entering the Welsh service 
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would be cut off from the larger and 
wider service of this country. That 
was a great hardship on the te.chers 
and one to which they ought not to be 


exposed. Although much was _ heard 
of Wales it was well to remember that 
there were many families living in 


Wales whose sympathies were entirely 
English; and it was treating them with 
great severity and hardship to transfer 
them and cut them off from the English 
counties with which their sympathies 
were so greatly and intimately associated. 
Many had felt that any administration 
which created isolation in Wales, which 
though it might be a nation was still a 
province, was not an advantage to Wales. 
He sincerely hoped that both men and 
women born in Wales who entered 
the teaching profession might have 
a career wider than that provided by 
Wales, and might rise to great distinction. 
He regretted a policy which would 
result in the isolation of the Principality. 
There were many persons of great promise 
in the Welsh Universities, and it would 
not be just to them to confine their 
career to Wales, picturesque and beau- 
tiful though it was. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-Gerorer, Carnar- 
von Boroughs) said he rose not to follow 
the hon. Baronet in discussing the 
merits of this change but in order to 
bring the House back to the real facts. 
The Leader of the Opposition had given 
a highly imaginative account of how the 
changes of which he had complained had 
arisen. What were the real facts? First 
of all, the Government put down a Motion 
on the Paper which would, if carried, have 
set up autonomy in Welsh education and 
created a Welsh Council. The minority 
in Wales was of opinion that that would 
be dangerous unless it was properly safe- 
guarded. The Government then asked 
what safeguards the minority required, 
and the hon. Member for the Walton 
Division and the hon. Member for 
Blackpool and other hon. Members set 
down Amendments which they considered 
would constitute safeguaris. The Govern- 
ment had, in substance, accepted all those 
Amendments, and these were the changes 
of which the Leader of the Opposition com- 
plained. The hon. Baronet’s main ground 
of complaint was that they had introduced 
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representation of minorities into this 
new clause. That proposal had been 
introduced to satisfy the late Secretary 
of the Board of Education and the hon. 
and learned Member for the 
Division. 
practicable that minorities should be 


represented in the proportion of one to | 
three in order to allay the apprehensions | 


of their friends the Churchpeople in 
Wales. It was on this ground that 
they were now asked to reconsider the 
whole clause. That showed that it was 
not a safeguard the Opposition wanted, 
but simply an excuse for killing the 
clause. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, N., 
Chorley) asked why it should kill the 
clause to recommit it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said the noble 
Lord knew perfectly well that it would 
mean further delay, and the Lords were 
already complaining that they were 
sending up the Bill late. He would 
point out what they had accepted, and 
by accepting, transformed this clause, for 
he admitted that they had transformed 
the clause. Five demands were made 
by the Opposition, represented by the 
hon. and learned Member for Walton. 
First of all he demanded Parliamentary 
representation and control. The second 
demand was representation of minorities. 
As a general principle, he admitted 
that would be undesirable, but Wales 
was an exceptional case, the majorities 
on the county councils being over- 
whelming. The third demand was that 
all questions dealing with religion shonid 
be reserved to the Board of Education. 
The fourth was that estimates should be 
tagied by somebody representing the 
Government. The fifth demand was 
that there should be an audit by the 
Auditor and Comptroller-General. That 
was an Amendment moved by the late 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury. 
Those five Amendments made by the 
Opposition, which on 
thought were fair and reasonable, they 
had accepted, and because they had done 


so, forsooth, they were considered to have | 


done something grossly unparliamentary 

and subversive of every precedent. It 

showed that it was no use making con- 
Mr. Lloyd -George. 


{COMMONS} 
‘cessions to the Opposition at all; they 
| which approached the offensive. 
plexed him to know what the Leader of 


Walton | 


They had agreed as far as was | 


the whole he, 
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were simply made the ground for abuse 
it per- 


the Opposition got so excited about. 
The right hon. Gentleman had discussed 
religion, not exactly with calm, but with 
a certain amount of self-restraint, but 
when they made concessions to the other 
side his oratorical calm-brake snapped. 


Sir E. CARSON (Dublin University) : 
Much like yours, 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE said it was 
then that the Leader of the Opposition 
could not contain himself and got abso- 
lutely beyond control. The Government 
had accepted those five amendments 
subject to two alterations. The first 
was that instead of having the Board 
of Education in command they thought 
on the whole it had better be the Treasury. 
The Treasury at present exercised control 
over secondary and higher education 
in Wales, and they thought it better that 
one control should be established over 
the three branches, so that they might 
be co-ordinated. The Leader of the 
Opposition said they had abandoned 
their ground. All that they had done, 


| however, was to make it clear that there 


was no idea of establishing a new Ministry 
for Wales, and for this reason they put 
the matter under the control of some 
official representing the Treasury in this 
House, and answerable to it. They 
had also provided for the representation 
of the minority on the executive as well 
as on the council. He thought they had 
treated the minority with great considera- 
tion, although the only result had been 
that they had been violently attacked. 
However, they proposed to stand to 
their proposals. 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 
versity) said he was not going into the 
history of the 1902 Act, in view of Mr. 
Speaker’s ruling, except to point out 
that an intelligent and competent Oppo- 
sition did not find any reason to propose 
the recommittal of any of the clauses 


of that Bill, the only point upon which 


recommittal was sought having been a 
small financial one which came from 
the thenGovernment’s own side. He would 
venture to say that neither in that 
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nor in any other Bill that ever came 
before the House were two clauses so con- 
tentious so little discussed ,clauses in which 
the difficulty created by the Government 
pressed so heavily on the Opposition, 
and which on the Report stage they 
were likely to have so little opportunity 
of discussing. They knew that this 
clause stood until Wednesday afternoon 
last an unworkable clause. The President 
of the Board of Trade then produced 
a perfectly new clause which he 
described as a concession. He did not 
think there was any suggestion in the 
Opposition Amendments that there 
should be a Minister for Welsh education. 
As regarded the points which were said to 
be conceded, he granted that the right 
hon. Gentleman had fully carried out 
his undertaking as to minority repre- 
sentation, but not as to Parliamentary 
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control. How could they ascertain the 
money that was due to the Welsh 
schools 2 Hitherto that was done for 


this country and for Wales under the 
Code. The annual grant due to the 
schools was determined under the condi- 


tions laid down in the Act of 1870 
by the minutes or the Code of 
the Board of Education for which 


the Minister for Education was respon- 
sible to this House. Who was to be 
responsible for the conditions under 
which the Welsh schools were to receive 
the grant 2? Who was to determine the 
amount of money required ? Who was 
to answer for the amount required, for 
conditions under which it was demanded, 
or for the expenditure of the money ? 
Was the unfortunate Secretary of the 
Treasury to develop all of a sudden 
among his multifarious duties into a 
Welsh Minister for Education ? Had the 
holder of that office to defend in this House 
the terms of a Code which he had proba- 
bly neve~ seen 2? Who was to draw up 
the Code? Where was the permanent 
staff? Certainly the Welsh Council 
would have no power out of moneys 
received from Parliament to pay for a 
staff, because every penny received under 
the Parliamentary Grant it must pay 
under various Acts of Parliament to 
local education authorities. Therefore 
it must rely upon charitable contri- 
butions to create a staff. So much 
for Parliamentary representation. He 
really did not think that the reasonable 
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|demands of the Opposition formulated 
|last Wednesday had been in any way 
imet by the creation of this butterfly 
‘Minister for a few hours. Such 
as he was he had now disappeared 


jand given place to the Parlia- 
jmentary Secretary of the Treasury, 
iwho, Heaven knew, had _ enough 


ito do without having Welsh education 
\thrown upon his already overburdened 
shoulders. Then what was to be the 
}outcome of this most anomalous crea- 
‘tion they now had before them? 
iThe Board of Education was given an 
‘independent authority in some matters 
lof Welsh education and an appellate 
jurisdiction in others. | Supposing that 
the Board of Education fell out with 
‘the Council, who was to compose the 
| differences, to explain them or be respon- 
'sible to Parliament for the action of either 
‘authority ? Really, a couple of days close 
| argument was not at all too much to make 
ithis a workable clause. Clause 4 was alsoa 
‘most contentious and important one and 
it had not received anything like adequate 
‘discussion. The Minister for Education 
appeared to have very little idea of the 
importance of the provisions of this 
iclause. They had not yet discussed the 
|population limit, the right to employ the 
iteacher, the character of the State-aided 
‘school, to say nothing of the creation 
of a Minister for Welsh Education long 
‘after the Bill had been before the House. 
jAll these matters needed very careful 
jdiscussion, and they had been cut off 
\at every turn in discussing them. The 
‘Government had sprung upon them new 
|/Amendments and clauses without giving 
jadequate time for their discussion. 
| Therefore he thought his noble friend 
| was justified in asking that the Biil should 
| be recommitted. 


Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said that Clause 4 in its original 
form was not discussed in the House and 
the Amendments put down to it by the 
Government were not disclosed in Com- 
mittee. The Government Amendments 
were put down on the Report stage ; 
a large number of Amendments had 
been put down to those proposals, and 
they would not be discussed at all. The 
Bill from the start had never been 
properly discussed, and a Motion for its 
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recommittal was the only way they had 
got of protesting against such a method 
of proceeding. As Clause 25 was origi- 
nally printed in the Bill, no one doubted 
that its financial arrangements were*im- 
possible. unsatisfactory, and unworkable. 
What was done? The President of the 
Board of Trade invented a new Welsh 
Minister for Education, but this afternoon 
he had slurred over that part of the story 
and made no reference to the Welsh 
Minister for Education whom he pre- 
viously introduced. On Tuesday they 
had before them a proposal to appoint a 
Minister of Education for Wales with a 
seat In this House, who was to have 
full control over the new Council in Wales, 
but on the following Saturday morning 
changes were introduced sweeping away 
altogether the words in the Act which 
provided for a Welsh Minister of Educa- 
tion, and leaving nobody responsible 
for the direct control of the Welsh Council. 
Surely that was as important an altera- 
tion as was conceivable in any Bill. 
He submitted that the language addressed | 
by the President of the Board of Trade 
to the Leader of the Opposition was 
quite uncalled for. He would remind 
the right hon. Gentleman that in 1902 
he advised the present Leader of the 
Opposition not to go buccaneering with 
a crew of bishops. He would like to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
how he liked buccaneering with a crew 


of legal gentlemen from Wales. On one 
occasion the right hon. Gentleman 
having first silenced the proper 


officers of the ship, took command, 
but had he steered them successfully? 
They ought to insist upon having a proper 
discussion of these important matters. 
As the Government had _ changed 
their mind at the instigation of the 
Opposition, he respectfully urged that a 
further opportunity should be given for 
the discussion of the amended views of 
the Government, so that if possible they 
might persuade them to change them to 
something more useful and suitable. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he did not 
know why the Government were objecting 
to this Motion for recommittal. It 
seemed to him that under the rule passed 
by the right hon. Gentleman, even if 
this Motion were carried, the Report 
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stage would none the less be concluded 
Mr. Rawlinson, 
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at 10.30 on Wednesday next. If he 
was correct in that there could be 
no Parliamentary objection to the re- 
commital of the Bill He thought a case 
had been made out for the Motion. 
He was not going over this Welsh business 
again beyond saying that the statement 
that the Amendment on the Paper met 
the objections of the Opposition was un- 
founded. They asked for responsibility 
in this House, and the President of the 
Board of Trade replied that they had 
it. But he denied altogether that the 
Treasury could exercise responsibility 
for a popularly elected body in Wales. 
The Parliamentary Secretary of the 
Treasury had no staff, no officials, 
no inspectors, and no_ representatives 
in Wales to inform him of what was 
going on there, and therefore he 
would have no control whatever. The 
so-called Treasury control would be a 
pure fiction. With regard to Clause 4, 
twenty-five Amendments had been put 
upon the Paper by the Government, 
which alone was an admission on their part 
that the clause was in a grotesquely 
confused state. But those Amend- 
ments themselves did not make it any 
better. They made confusion worse 
confounded. The clause had become a 
pure farce, and nobody knew it better 
than the Minister for Education himself. 
He demurred to the statement of 
the right hon. Gentleman that the 
Amendments arose out of the debate. 
One Amendment which did not arise 
out of the debate was that there should 
be no appeal under the section after 
January Ist, 1908. That matter was never 
discussed at all during the Committee 
stage. It seemed to him that the Amend- 
ment involved not only hardship — but 
injustice. Between the passing of the 
Bill in November or December and New 
Year’s Day, 1908, the work thrown 
upon the local elucation committees 
and the Board of Education would 
be something stupendous, and by 
limiting the time for appeal in 
the way proposed a real injustice 
would be done in regard to the Clause 5 
schools of the future. There was one 
other point not of a Party character 
which made it desirable that the Bill 
should be recommitted. Hon. Members 
in all parts of the House were agreed in 
regar | to the teachers, and he subinitted 
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that the Bill should be recommitted in 
order that their case might be considered. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) 
said there had been many fresh Amend- 
ments hurled at them in regard to 
(lause 4, In some cases without notice, 
vith the result that the clause had been 
naterially altered since it was first 
ought before the House. He had 
iimself given notice of a new clause 
lealing with the allocation of the rates, 
ind he wanted to say by way of illustra- 
‘ion that it referred to a matter which 
had never been discussed by the House. 
His new clause was a perfectly possible 
alternative in connection with Clause 4. 
As to the allocation of the rates—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. 
Gentleman is now proposing to discuss 
the alternative clause. He cannot do 
that unless this Motion is carried and the 
House finds itself in Committee on 
Clause 4. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL said he wished 
to point out that the President of the 
Board of Education had admitted that 
there were defects in Clause 4. This 
alternative clause was a material factor, 
because it did fill wp certain gaps which 
the House was aware of, gaps which had 





) but had 
the point of view of the allocation of 





heen admitted by the Minister in charge, 
never been discussed from 
the rates. On that ground it seemed 
to him that Clause 4 ought to be recom- 
mitted. The Government had burked 
very material discussions on many points 
in connection with Clause 4. They were 
now preventing any further discussion 
at this last opportunity which the House 


might have of making the clause 
really practical and workable and 


not illusory. He did not think it was 
wise for any Government, however large 
their majority, to provoke opposition by 
such conduct in dealing with Bills of this 
character. If so many important clauses 
were prevented from being discussed, 
and if Motions to recommit clauses were 
persistently resisted by the Government. 
he did not see how they could expect to 
pass a measure which without certain 
Amendments would involve great com- 
plications and be a source of constant 
litigation and difficulty. With regard to 
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Clause 25, matters were even worse. Th 
President of the Board of Trade now said 
that there was no idea of establishing 
a Minister for Wales, but on Wednes- 
day last the whole tone of the discussion 
was that a new Minister was to be 
appointed to preside over and be re- 
sponsible for the Council for Wales, and 
that there was to be a Department to 
which the Minister was to attend. Was it 
not surprising that the President of the 
Board of Trade, who had charge of Clause 
25, should now state that there was no 
idea of establishing a new Ministry? It 
was perfectly evident from the way they 
had chopped and changed about all 
the important clauses that the Govern- 
ment did not know their own minds. 
If there was to be a Minister respon- 
sible for education in Wales, the fact 
ought, to say the least, to have been 
mentioned in the King’s Speech, and the 
proposal ought to have been brought 
forward as a separate measure. It 
was trifling with the House to go on 
resisting a Motion to recommit a clause 
of this extremely important character. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR, on a_ point of 
order, asked Mr. Speaker’s advice and 
counsel. On Clause 7 there was an 
Amendment ‘down in the name of the 
Government .which# alli sections of the 
House desired to ‘see passed. The 
Amendment affected the Teachers’ De- 
ferred Annuity Fund, and the effect of it 
would be, he believed, to throw a charge 
upon the Treasury. He doubted whether 
under these circumstances it would be 
competent for the House to deal with the 
question on the Report stage. Th» subject 
was one of great difficulty because the 
House of Lords could not touch it, and 
the House of Commons could not touch 
it at a later stage unlessIthe Bill were 
recommitted. | He begged to ask whether 
there was any method of recommitting 
the Bill at the present stage, or what was 
the best course to adopt in order that 
the poposa of the Government might 
be embodied in the Bill ? 


‘Mr. SPEAKER sad that the point had 
only just been brought unde: his atten- 
tion. He was not yet ina position to 
say whether the Treasury did or did not 
give any grant to the teachers out of 
Parliamentary Funds. According to the 
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Act of 1898, the Treasury “ might 
according to conditions, grant to such 
teachers an annual allowance,” and so 
on. There was a later section of 
the Act which said that the teachers 
were to contribute to the fund. He had 
not yet got quite to the bottom of the 
point as to whether the grant of money 
was to be made to the teachers out of the 
Fund which they themselves had sup- 
plied, or out of the Fund granted by 
Parliament. If the Amendment of the 
right hon. Gentleman involved an in- 
creased charge which was to come out 
of the grant voted by Parliament it 
might be possible, on the Third Reading 
of the Bill, to recommit it in that respect. 
Perhaps if the right hon. Gentleman 
would ask him at a later stage a question 
on the point he would in the meantime 
give it his best consideration. 
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*Stir W. ANSON asked on the point of 

order, whether this did not start the 
question that if a teacher was to be 
allowed to contribute to the Fund for 
a longer period of time than was 
originally contemplated, it would follow 
that he would receive a larger con- 
tribution from the Treasury? If that 
were the case the Bill might impose 
a larger charge on the taxpayors. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that the matter 
was rather complicated and he would 
deal with it later on. 


Question put, “That this Bill be 
recommitted in respect of Clauses 4 and 
25.” 

The House divided, Ayes, 146; Noes, 
279. (Division List No, 243.) 


AYES, 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E) Duncan, Robt. (Lanark, Govan 
Acland-Hood,Rt.HnSirAlexF. | Faber, Capt. W. 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
V.(Hants,W.) 





Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Rt. HnHughO. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hon.SirH 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.HnA.J.(City Lond. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Boland, John 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Corbett, T. L. (Down. North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, CharlesCurtis( Antrim,S 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Delany, William 


Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon | 
| Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Du Cros, Harvey 

Duffy, William J. 


Mr. J. W. Lowther. 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farrell, James Patrick 


| Fell, Arthur 
| Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 


Field, William 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Ginnell, L. 

Halpin, J. 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hammond, John 

Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 


| Healy, Timothy Michael 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Helmsley, Viscount 


| Hervey, F.W.F.(BurySEdm’ds 


Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hogan, Michael 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hunt, Rowland 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennaway, Rt.Hn.SirJohnH. 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
King,Sir HenrySeymour(Hull) 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Liddell, Henry 

Lockwood, Rt.Hn.Lt.-Col.A.R. 


Long, Col. Charles W.(Evesham 


Lowe, Sir Francis William 


' Lundon, W. 


Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 





M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A, 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murphy, John 

Nicholson, Wm. G. (Petersfield) 
Nolan, Joseph 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow. W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Doherty, Philip 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Hare, Patrick 

O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, S. (Shettield,Ecclesall 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hu.Col. Edw.J. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smith, F. E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
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Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. ) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

furnour, Viscount 


\cland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland 

\gnew, George William 

Alden, Percy 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
{rmitage, R. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

(squith, Rt. Hn. Herbert H. 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, John E. (Somerset) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Beale, W, P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bellairs, Carlyon 

Belloc, Hilaire Joseph Peter R. 
Benn, SirJ. Williams(Devonprt 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, ArthurW.( Bedfordshire 
Bramsdon, ‘IT. A. 

Branch, James 


Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, Sir John T.(Cheshire) 
Bryce,Rt. Hn. James( Aberdeen 
Bryce,J.A.(Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburp 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Birns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, Will'am Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 

Ciunpbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 





Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
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Valentia, Viscount 
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| Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B, Stuart- 


Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard | Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 


NOES. 


Collins,SirWm J(S. Pancras, W. 
Corbett,C. H(Sussex,E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crombie, John William 
Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, David (Montgomery Co 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, S.) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hoa. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner,Col. A lan( Hereford,S. 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Glover, Thomas 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Guest, Hon. Lvor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J.M. (Aberdeen, W. 
Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon., S.) 
Higham, Joha Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset-N. 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Hudson, Walter 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jardine, Sir J. 





| Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 


Lord Robert Cecil and Mr. 
Rawlinson. 


Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lamb, Edmund G, (Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William 

M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir ©. B. (Leicester) 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking. Major CG. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Perey Alpor: 

Mond, A. 

Morley, Rt. Hon. John 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncaster 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) | 
Palmer, Sir Charles Mark 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps,Col. [vor(S’thampton) 
Philipps, J. Wynford( Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
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Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, C.E.(Edinburgh,Centra]) 
Price, Robert John(Norfolk,E.) 
Priestley, W. E. B. (Bradford, E. 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Holland 
Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 
Richards, Thomas(W.Monnvth 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mton) 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, Rt.Hn.E. (Dundee) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott( Bradf'rd. 

Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rogers, F. E. Newmar 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Ce risbrick, T. T. L. 

Schwann, ©. Dunean (Hyde) 
Schwann.Sir C. F.(Manchester) 
Scott, A.H. (Ashton-und.-Lyne 
Sears, JE. 

Seaverns, J. H. 
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Seely, Major J. B. 

Shaw, Charles Edw (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Alberu 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyuiph (Chesb. ) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Mdward 

Straus, B. 8S. (Mile End) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John \WW. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C.(Radcliffe) 
Tennant,SirEdward(Salisbury) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.’ 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 
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Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, §.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, W.Dudley(Southampt’n 
Wardle, George J. 

Warner, Thomas CourtenayT, 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Watt, H. Anderson ; 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, Llewelyn(Carm’rth’n 
Williamson, A. 

Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse,SirJT.(Huddersfi‘d 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr, J. 
A. Pease. 


*Lorp R. CECIL, in moving a new | religious denomination, He would call the 


clause 


religious — instruction 


schools notwithstanding Section 14 of 


provided | of the Cowper-Temple clause. 
was no doubt that 


for the purpose of providing| attention of the House to the history 


There 


the clause was 


the Act of 1870, said that the ob-| assented to by many in 1870 on the 


ject of the clause was 


in effect to | ground that it enabled school boards, it 





repeal the Cowper-Temple clause and to | 


enable Jocal authorities, if they so 
pleased, to give instruction which should 
not necessarily exclude the tenets and 
formularies of any particular religious 
denomination. ‘The conditions laid down 
by the Bill were of a very strange 
character. They produced a state of 
things which had been described as local 


option, and no doubt local option was to a | 


certain extent conferred upon the local 
authorities. Those authorities had 
control as to the method under which 
they were to take over the school, 
as to the method in which they were to 
pay for it, and as to the method in which 
they were to afford religious facilities. 
They could also decide that they would 
not give religious facilities; but there 
was one limit placed upon their discre- 


tion, a very strange one, invented by the | 


Act of 1870, which provided that they 
should not teach the tenets and formu- 
larices distinctive of any particular 


was thought, to give any kind of re- 
| ligious instruction they liked, provided 
|they avoided the use of instruction 
which would bring them within the words 
“the tenets and formularies of any 
religious denomination.” As time had 
gone on, however, a very different inter- 
pretation had come to prevail, and 
except in the Lindsey Division of Lincoln- 
shire it had been taken more and more to 
|mean that no definite kind of religion 
| teaching whatever should be given. There 
| were quite a large number of schools in 
| Wales where no religious teaching was 
| given, and there were a certain number of 
| other schools throughout the country i 
| which there was nothing which could really 
| be deseribed as religious teaching. That 
| was not the commonest interpretation 
lof the clause, he was bound to say, be- 
| cause the commonest interpretation of it 
was to give certain Christian teaching 
| without attaching the children or seeking 
'toattach them te any particular religious 
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genomination. That phase of religious 
teaching was not only hostile to Roman 
(Catholic ideas but also to those of a large 
number of Christians who believed that 
the teaching of a visible and definitely 
organised Church was essential to Christi- 
anity. He thought that some Noncon- 
formists even might accept that view, 
although others might reject it, and no 
doubt some members of the Church of 
England might reject it. Undoubtedly, 
however, a large number of men all over 
the world did regard the membership of 
a visible and organised Church as one of 
the signs of Christianity. If the matter 
was gone into deeply it would be found 
that if this, which many considered to 
be one of the fundamental axioms of 
Christianity, were left out in the teaching, 
something was being taught which, in the 
view of a large number of people in 


this country, was hostile to the 
Christian faith. Having read saretully 


a number of these syllabuses he observed 
that it had evidently become impossible 
to the minds of those who had drawn 
them to teach not only the whole of 
the Bible but even the whole of the 
New Testament. The Cheshire County 
Council left out the whole of the Gospel 
of St. John, and he agreed that it was 
impossible to teach the doctrine em- 
bodied in it without teaching matters 
which were in dispute between those 
who professed different creeds. He cid 
not think any of the County Councils 
touched the Epistles of St. Paul. There 
were, in fact, certain portions of the 
Bible which could not be taught under 
Cowper-Templeism, and that seemed 
to him to be a very distinct objection 
to this form of teaching. He thought 
it tended more and more to teach 
Christian morality, which was, of course, 
founded upon Christian doctrine, with- 
out teaching the doctrine itself. This 
was @& matter in which a certain 
amount of freedom must be allowed. 
When they found a certain number of 
children wished a more definite teaching, 
or where all the children wished for a more 
definite teaching, or where they found a 
particular district would like Noncon- 
formist teaching and another undenomi- 
national teaching, the right thing was to 
give the local authority freedom in the 
matter and let them teach, subject to 
to the Conscience Clause, that which the 
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children most desired. That was the ob- 
ject of the clause he ventured to move, 
and although he was conscious that the 
subject was one that would only be im- 
perlectly dealt with owing to the 
restricted limits of the discussion, he 
commended the clause to the House. 


Viscount HELMSLEY (Yorkshire, 
N.R.. Thirsk) said he was glad to second 
the clause of the noble Lord both for the 
reasons given, which could not but weigh 
very seriously with the House, and for 


a reason which would be of great 
importance, the practical administra- 


tion of this Bill by the county councils. 
At present there might be three schools 
in the same district, one serving the 
Jewish, one the Roman Catholic, and 
one the Church of England sections 
of the population. There might even 


be a fourth school where Cowper- 
Temple teaching was taught. If this 


Bill passed it was clear that to none of 
those schools would facilities be given to 
teach the religion it desired. instead 
of pleasing those three sections of the 
population the Bill would thrust Cowper- 
Templeism down their throats. The 
result would be that instead of a benefit 
being conferred a great injustice would 
be created where before the passing of 
the Bill no injustice existed. 


New clause :— 


“ Notwithstanding anything contained in 
section fourteen of the Education Act, 1870, 
religious instruction in a public elementary 
school may include instruction in the tenets 
and formularies of any religious denomin- 
ation.”’—(Lord R, Cecil.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘ That the clause be now read a second 
time.” 


THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir w. 
Rosson, South Shields) thought the 
House was indebted to the roble Lord 
for his frank and temperate statement of 
a body of opinion which undoubtedly 
was held by a great many persons 
in the country, and of which he was 
the distinguished representative and 
champion. The] debate would have 
been incomplete, the controversy woul | 
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not have been properly developed | 
or properly stated, if the noble 
Lord had not moved this clause. Re- 
ferring to the history of the Cowper- | 
Temple clause, he said he had recently 
seen a statement describing Mr. Cowper- 
Temple as a Radical M.P. and an enemy 
of denominational education. As a) 
matter of fact, Mr. Cowper-Temple was 
a member of the Church Education 
Union, which took up the case for religious | 
church education as against the Bir-| 
mingham school, which took up the 
case for secular education. There could 
be no greater delusion than to suppose 
that the Cowper-Temple clause was 
i troduced either for or by Noncon- 
formists. On the contrary, its object 
was to prevent Nonconformists from 
denominationalising the national schools 
in their own interest by means of school 
boards. The noble Lord said the clause 
was originally intended to provide for 
denominational education minus  for- 
mulas. If that was so, it was significant 
that the local authorities had found 
themselves quite unable to give effect 
to it. They felt that it was not for them | 
to undertake the duties of strictly and 
specifically denominational teaching. The 
noble Lord said he was going to leave it! 
to the local authority to choose the 
denomination to which it would hand | 
over the school. What did that mean ¢ 
The noble Lor i’s doctrine was not only 
that they could not teach general morality, | 
because without Christianity they were, 
unable to enforce it by sacred sanction, | 
but that, in order to have Christianity | 
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Str W. ROBSON said that was a 
different proposition from the propo- 
sition in the clause. Did it come back 
to the question of the right of entry, 
of all-round facilities? He understood 
the noble Lord’s proposition to be 
that the duty should be cast upon the 
local authority of seeing that the children 
were made into good Christians ; attached 
to some branch of a definite, visible, 
organised Church. They could not have 
four or five schools in a village to corre- 
spond to the different denominations, 
Yet, unless they had, according to the 
noble Lord’s proposal, that village must 
be deprived of the teaching of Christianity, 
for children must either be denomination- 
ally taught or not at all. The noble Lord 
was ranging himself on the side of the 
secularists. It was a case of extremes 
meeting. The noble Lord had once com- 
plained of a syllabus of a local authority 
in which the word ‘* Church ” was defined 
as meaning the whole body of the Christian 
Church—all who conceived themselves 
to be followers of Christ. Under the 
noble Lord’s clause the local authorities 
were to become ecclesiastical authorities. 
If they were to teach anything to the 
children who did not desire to be taught 
by the clergy of the parish, what were 
they to teach ? They must select some 
body of Christian doctrine. Did the 
noble Lord think they would select a 
definition of the word “Church” that 
would please him? Let the noble Lord 





effective, they must have membership and his friends well consider what it 
of a visible and organised church.) meant to put these theological options 
How would that doctrine be applied) and powers into the hands of the local 
under this new clause? The local) authorities. Whatever Church suffered 
authorities must make it their business,| —and probably they would all suffer— 
if they were to teach Christianity at all,| that Church which the noble Lord 
to teach every child to belong to that) represented would undoubtedly suffer 
particular denomination which they had! the most. Whathad been felt through- 
selected. The noble Lord could not out the English villages had been this— 
escape from the consequences of his not that the Nonconformist children 
proposal. Either they were leaving the | objected to the teaching of the Catechism, 
local authority to choose or they wer? not. | but that they did object to a definition 
If they left the local authority to choose, of the word Church, which put the 
then, in order to make efficient Christians, teaching of Christ on an organised 
it must attach all the children in the basis involving apostolic succession and 
area to some definite, organised, visible which of necessity relegated their own 
branch of the Church of Christ, and communities to an inferior spiritual 
it had to choose the branch. [‘No.”] basis. That might be sound doctrine, 
Then who was to choose it ? , but it was doctrine which the State 
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could not undertake to teach. The 
noble Lord spoke only for the Anglican 
Church. He should like to know what 
hon. Members who spoke for the Catholic 
Church said about giving the local 
authorities these theological powers ? 
He thought the Catholics would find 
that the tender mercies of the Anglicans 
were cruel. He was delighted to find 
this new temper in regard to munici- 
palities. Some time ago the Leader of 
the Opposition treated with scorn what 
he called municipal religion, or, at all 
events, he gave it a name which was 
rather intended to provoke ideas of 
scorn. But now, municipalities under 
this clause were both to make and 
to choose religion. The Government 
desired to save them from any such 
position. The essence of the Bill was to 
put the teaching of religious dogma on a 
specific basis. Let them leave that if they 
liked to the Church. But they thought 
it was right and just that they should 
give the children some teaching of that 
moral kind which the noble Lord ap- 
peared to regard with some apprehen- 
sion. They believed it was possible out 
of Christianity to select those funda- 
mental doctrines which might be taught 
with advantage to all. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought there 
was one observation which fell from 
the hon. and learned Gentleman with 
which probably every hon. Member 
would agree. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman recognised that the debate 
initiated by his noble friend was inevit- 
able, and that no more important debate 
could be carried on in connection with 
an Education Bill. He entirely agreed 
with that proposition, and it was really 
because they had had no such Amendment 
before them hitherto that so much of 
their debate had glided over the surface 
of the controversy, and so much which 
really penetrated to the root of the 
matter had been precluded by the rules. 
Although he held the same view as that 
taken by the Solicitor-General on these 
points, he thought the hon. and learned 
Gentleman had taken far too restricted a 
view of the issue raised by the Amend- 
ment. He had confined his argument 
simply to the difficulties which no 
doubt did accompany any attempt 
local authority teach 
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denominational religion, pay for de 
nominational religion, and decide whst 
denominational religion shouid be taught. 
That, no doubt, was one possibility 
which would arise under the clause, but 
it was not the only possibility. It 
was a plan which, as a matter of fact, 
was carried out at this moment in Scot- 
land. He did not think the Scottish 
system was, in all respects, applicable 
to England, but he could not admit for 
one moment that a system which had, 
on the whole, worked well and smoothly 
in Scotland was one which should be 
dismissed without careful consideration 
by the Committee. But this Amend- 
ment did not make it obligatory on, it 
did not even suggest to, the local author- 
ity itself to teach or to pay for denomi- 
national religion. He did not associate 
himself with those who attempted to 
minimise the value of Cowper-Temple 
teaching. On the contrary, he should 
like to see some such teaching made 
obligatory in every school, or, at all 
events, in the great mass of schools. He 
did not mean in the Clause 4 schools. 
At least he should like to provide that 
no school should be without religious 
teaching, and that if there were not to 
be denominational teaching there should 
be Cowper-Temple teaching. This clause 
did not militate against that view. 
It did not suggest that Cowper-Temple 
teaching should be excluded from the 
schools. What it said was, “ Do not put 
on the State-provided schools an arbi- 


trary limitation which is not known 
in Germany, which is not known 
in -Scotland, and which need not 


be known in this country.” It cleared 
the way, it freed the ground. It 
enabled them to think of other solu- 
tions of the religious difficulty than the 
solution embodied in the Act of 1870 
and continued in the Act of 1902. 
But the solution both of 1870 and 
of 1902 had this great disadvantage, 
that it left certain grievances—practical 
grievances in some cases, theoretical 
grievances in many cases—unredressed. 
It left the Nonconformist in the single 
school area, where there was only a church 
school, face to face with the necessity of 
sending his child to that school or to no 
school at all. In the districts where 
there were board and church schools, it 
required the denominationalists, whether 
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Roman Catholic, Church of England, or 
Wesleyan, to pay rates to support the 
provided schools and also to find the 
funds necessary to keep going the denomi- 
national schools. Those two grievances 
the Act of 1870 created, and the Act 
of 1902 continued, but they were griev- 
ances on different sections of the com- 
munity. It was a compromise that might 
have worked well on the whole—hed 
it been allowed to work well—it was not 
*, compromise more in favour of one party 
than another. By what they were 
doing now they were destroying that 
arrangement altogether. They were 
taking away the whole of the Noncon- 
formist grievance. [‘‘ No.”] What Non- 
conformist grievance remained? [* Clause 
{ schools.”] Over every district in the 
country with less than 5,000 population, 
what grievance, in the opinion of 
Nonconformists, was left ty this Bill ? 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) reminded 
the right hon. Gentleman of the training 
colleges. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said Noncon- 
fcrmist trainin? colleges had just as good 
a position as those of the church. 
the Act of 1902 ample provision was 
made for the creation of training col- 
leges on an undenominational basis. 
Putting that on one side, undoubtedly 
this Bill did leave the whole of the de- 
nominational grievance as it existed 
under the Acts of 1870 and 1902, un- 
redressed and enormously added to. 
That was briefly why this Bill could not 
stand, and it would be observed that that 
ras intimately connected with the fact 
that the Government insisted on keeping 
the Cowper-Temple clause in all pro- 
vided schools, and to a large extent 
applying it to other schools, while they 
handed over all denominational schools 
to the local authority. Was it not 
obvious that if they were really going 
to settle this controversy they must try 
to settle it on an intelligible basis ? 
The Government were not doing so. 
The Acts of 1870 and 1902 were ad- 
mittedly a compromise, and if the 
Government were going to do away with 
:2e system under those Acts, they must 
substitute something that was under- 
stood. There were only two plans, and 
both of them i.volved his noble friend’s 
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Amendment and both involved some 
modification of the Cowper - Temple 
clause. The first was the Scottish 
system, which was attacked by the 
hon. and learned Gentleman in a 
manner that indicated that he had 
for the moment forgotten that it was the 
Scottish system. That system had 
really established popular control. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite had spent a large 
portion of their time during the last 
two years in discussing popular control ; 
but there could be no such thing so long 
as they kept to the Cowper-Temple 
clause, which was in the very nature 
of the case a limitation of the freedom 
of the local authority. If they were to 
have the principle of local control, that 
required his noble friend’s Amendment, 
was interpreted. Popular 
control inevitably involved a modification 
of the Cowper-Temple clause. He 
doubted whether any practical statesman 
would be well advised in attempting 
to introduce the Scottish system. He 
thought it would lead to a great deal 
of trouble and difficulty, and, though 
it did embody a system of popular 
control, and that alone, he did not 
himself press it on the Government. 
The scheme he did press on the Govern- 
ment if they refused to adopt the old 
system of 1870 in its remodelled shape 
under the Act of 1902, was parental 
control—the parental management and 
responsibility for the religious teaching 
of their children. That also involved 
as a necessary and inevitable consequence 
a modification of the Cowper-Temple 
clause. He was not recommending any 
particular plan, but he said there ought 
to be no school in the country in which 
by law it was impossible for a child 
to learn the form of religion its parent 
required it to learn. The Cowper-Temple 
clause laid it down by statute that 
there were to be a large number of schools 
provided out of public funds in which 
a considerable portion of the children 
of the country were not to learn the 
religion their parents required. No such 
provision should be in the statute-book. 
It was absolutely inconsistent with 
parental authority and not only with local 
control If the Government meant to 
upset the old arrangement they must 
go deeper into the problem and try to 
touch the foundation on which religious 
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education was built and alopt cither 
local control or parental control, both 
of which required his noble friend’s 
Amendment. 


intervention, of which this Bill might be a 
suggestion, but which it did not carry 
out. They would have to consider the 
large mass of the population consisting of 
Roman Catholics, Jews, Anglicans, and, 
he thought, many Wesleyans, who told 
them quite plainly that they wanted for 
their children a particular sort of in- 
struction. If it was in their power to 
give them that, it was their business to do 
it ; and it could not be done, obviously, so 
long as the Cowper-Temple clause was 
kept in its integrity. He had considered 
and reconsidered this question until he 
was weary of it, and he was more and 
more driven to the conclusion that, if the 
Government were resolved to upset the 
whole of the 1870 to 1902 arrangement, 
they must find something which was 
defensible. Nothing they had suggested 
was effective except giving to the parents 
of the children some power to obtain for 
them the religious education they desired. 
He did not mean that it was necessary to 
make the local education authority the 
judges of the merits of the instruction or 
do anything but sincerely and impartially 
sid—not financially, but by starting a 
school and otherwise—parents to obtain 
for their children that religious instruction 
which they desired. It was for the 
parents, not for the local authority, to 
deal with these niceties, with these theo- 
logical views as to the particular character 
of the religious instruction which ought to 
be given. If the Government pursued 
the course they were apparently pursu- 
ing, they would be saying to the parents, 
“You are Anglicans. The English Church 
is Protestant. We know what  Pro- 
testantism is, and your children shall 
be taught what we consider Protestan- 
tism.” That was the exact position 
taken up by the Christian Church in the 
Middle Ages and in this country laid 
down by the Act of Uniformity. That 
was the exact theory which had animated 
persecutors. It animated the Presby- 
terians when they turned out the Anglican 
clergy during the Civil War and the 
Anglicans when they came back after the 
Civil War and turned out the Presby- 
terlans. It was a theory for which there 
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was a great deal to be said centuries ago 
but which he thought all civilised man- 
kind had agreed to abandon. Let them 
iot have a new Act of Uniformity. 
Let them not lay down a cercain kind of 
religious teaching and say i: shoald b: 
approved by the paren's and they -hould 
nave it. That was not in confo mity 
with universally accepted modern doc- 
trines, nor was it likely to succeed now. 
He believed now that the Government 
had cast themselves adrift from the old 
compromise and arrangements, they 
would have, whether they liked it or not, 
to come to some form of organisation of 
religious teaching which would permit 
pirents to obtain, not merely the help 
of the local authority, but their active 
assistance in getting the kind of teaching 
they desired; and if that was so, and 
if he was right in the prophecy he now 
ventured to make to the House, then he 
said that the beginning of wisdom in 
this matter was to recognise that the 
Cowper-Temple clause must be modified. 
It was for these reasons, while he was in 
no sense hostile to the Cowper-Temple 
clause teaching, and passed no word 
of criticism upon it that, if his noble 
friend went to a division, he would 
assuredly be found voting for him. 


Dr. MACNAMARA observed that the 
right hon. Gentleman had stated that 
this Bill would not stand. He thought 
it would stand. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had developed a new zeal on behalf 
of the parents. 


Me. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Well, he would 
say the right hon. Gentleman had his 
old affection for the parents as strong 
as it was in 1902, when the hon. Member 
for Hast Mayo asked with regard to the 
proposal for four trustee managers that 
two should represent the public and 
two the parents. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR reminded the 
hon. Gentleman that in the discussions 
on the Act of 1902 he stated over and 
over again that it was based on and con 
tained the old compromise, and there- 
fore he did not think it was necessary te 
introduce so difficult a modification as 
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that which was involved in the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for East Mayo. 
Any one who had listened to his innumer- 
able speeches must be quite aware that 
the views he had given that night were 
in harmony with all he had said before. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he would 
put this other point. The right hon. 
Gentleman said they had no right to 


say to parents, “‘ This is a religion which | 


your children must be taught.” He 
wondered why he said that in 1902, 
when he was aware that there were a 
vast number of villages where Non- 
conformists had to send their children 
to Church schools. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Did I not say | 


in the speech I have just delivered that 
I always recognised the Nonconformist 
grievance? [MINISTERIAL cries of “ Oh.’’] 
You may think me hypocritical, but I 
stated it over and over again in 1902. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said the right 
hon. Gentleman stated quite emphati- 
cally and deliberately that the Govern- 
ment had no right to say to parents, 
“ This is the religion you must have your 
children taught.” They were not doing 
so. For the first time they were setting up 
freedom. Parents need not send their chil- 
dren toit if they did not like it. This Bill 
would give all sorts of facilities for other 
teaching, and an assurance was given 
that, at any rate, if the teachers gave 
the instruction, it would he given by 
honest and sincere men, because the 
teachers did not require to give it unless 
they liked. He thought that made in 
the direction of freedom. On the other 
hand, what the right hon. Gentleman 
said in 1902 in regard to the Noncon- 
formist villages, where any number of 
Nonconformist children were compelled 
to attend Church schools, was that they 
must have this religious teaching. The 
right hon. Gentleman was showing a 
growing regard for Cowper-Temple 
teaching. He was inclined to be sorry 
that closure by compartments was in 
operation, because if the debates went 
on long enough he might see the right 
hon. Gentleman going arm in arm with 
Dr. Clifford to Exeter Hall to speak 
in praise of Cowper-Temple teaching. 

Mr, A. J, Balfour, 
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He did not agree with the view that the 
Scottish system was possible under this 
Amendment. This was the right of 
entry all round masquerading under 
| the cloak of the local education authority, 
That flagrantly broke up the settlement 
of 1870, one of the bases of which 
|was that the moment rates were 
‘touched for education, denominational 
teaching could not be given out 
of them. The right hon. Gentleman 
in 1902 set aside that principle, and 
what was now being done was to set 
it up again. Beyond that, facilities were 
provided under the auspices of the 
denomination. The system of 1870 was 
in fact extended in the interests of the 
denominationalists, and he thought some 
of them had been rather ungrateful. 
|He did not understand the position of 
the Leader of the Opposition. When a 
similar Amendment was moved in 1902 
the right hon. Gentleman said he had 
‘had some idea of bringing forward a 
provision of his own dealing with the 
| same point, but explained reasons which 
'had prevented him from taking such a 
course. No compulsion was applied 
‘to parents. If it had been, however, 
(it was a fact shown by thirty-six years 
|experience that the bulk of patents 
| were satisfied with Cowper-Temple teach- 
jing. At Dulwich, for instance, there 
|was an infant department conducted 
by the Church associated with boys’ 
and girls’ departments conducted by 
'the public education authority. After 
receiving Church teaching the children 
passed under the board school system 
and all went on harmoniously. Hands 
would not te allowed to be laid on the 
board schools, whether in that House 
or another place. There might be some 
Amendments which must be accepted, 
but hands must be kept off the board 
schools. They had won those schools in 
the teeth of great opposition; they 
| had won public control for them, perfect 
freedom, and a system of Bible-teaching 
which satisfied the bulk of parents, 
but from which parents could be relieved 
if they desired, and they would not have 
anybody coming into those schools to 
upset the harmony which existed. Some 
compromises might have to be accepted, 
but so far as he was concerned there 
must be no touching the board schools. 
A compromise on those lines could not 
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be accepted from that House or any 
other quarter. 


*Sir HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) said it was quite 
clear from the speeches of the Solicitor- 
General and the hon. Member for 


North Camberwell that they entirely | 


misunderstood the Amendment. The 
Solicitor-General had told the House that 


it would be a restriction of freedom to | 


impose on the local authority a duty 
which did not rest on them—something 
that they must perform whether they 
were willing or not. It was nothing of 


the kind. It was opening to them an 
option which was taken away by | 
the present restriction to Cowper- 


Temple teaching—a liberty which they | 


might or might not exercise. The hon. 
Member for North Camberwell had told 


them that this was merely a revival of | 


facilities all round. This was the very 
opposite of his own desire. What he 
wished was that this freedom should be 
exercised not merely by giving facilities, 
but, if necessary, by having separate 
schools. He was not going to discuss the 
Cowper-Temple clause. On the Opposi- 
tion side of the House they had said 


over and over again that they saw much | 


to praise in much of the teaching given 
under that clause ; 
good might occasionally be done under 


that system, but they asserted that that | 


good was possible only, in Mr. Glad- 
stone’s ne so long as it was supple- 
mented by something more free and 
more definite in the voluntary schools. 
Referring to the syllabuses, he pointed 
out that in the absence of any 
guarantee that the teaching would 
not be pared down, it might become little 
more than ethical. There was another 
aspect of this question to which he 
ventured to call attention. Ourexample 
would tell, he believed, in the Colonies and 
throughout the Empire. The question 
of education throughout 
much as, if not more than  any- 
thing else. Could not we reach 
some common principle which should 
lie at the base of it all? In the 
‘Orange River Colony, in the Transvaal, 
in Natal, and in Rhodesia, he found the 


same complaint, viz., that they had not 


{23 JuLy 1906} 


they saw that much | 
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the Empire | 
Was occupying our administrators as | 
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| sufficient liberty of choice, which liberty 
| was more necessary in regard to religious 
education than in regard to anything 
| else. He had had a conversation with 
| General Botha lasting between two and 
| three hours, in which the General urged 
the absolute necessity of all creeds in 
/South Africa having free and full 
‘recognition in their schools; and he 
‘declared that the Roman Catholics, 
the Presbyterians, the Anglicans, and 
the Jews had the same aspirations 
in that respect. It was on these 
considerations that he urged upon 
the House to find, if possible, a 
principle which would not only permit a 
satisfactory solution here, but would 
serve as an example to all parts of the 
Empire, and bind together the Mother 
country and the Colonies in one common 
principle which might guide our educa- 
tional work—the principle of religious 
freedom. 


*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.) said that the feeling in his consti- 
tuency was that, as this was a Protestant 
country, there should be given to the 
children only simple religious teaching, 
not theological teaching. Nobody really 
wished to teach theology to little 
children; even the clergy did not. 
“Oh, oh.”] Well, very few ofthem. He 
believed if the words “religious” and 
“ theological” were substituted for the 
words ‘“undenominational” and ‘de- 
nominational,” it would simplify their 
He did not believe there 
was that feeling in the country in 
regard to the teaching of theology to 
children which was represented in some 


/quarters in the House, and at certain 


meetings outside. In fact, he believed 
that those meetings which had been held 
in the country were directed not against 
this Bill, but to an imaginary Bill for 
secular education. Even in Lancashire 


they could not get up this protest against 


the Government Bill without organising 
a cheap trip to London. His own belief 
was that Protestant parents everywhere 
| would accept what was called Cowper- 
'Temple teaching; and that Noncon- 
‘formists had no animosity towards 
Roman Catholics or Jews. Nonconform- 
| ists recognised that the children of these 
sects should receive the religious teaching 

which their parents desired when there 

was a sufficient number. He felt that if 
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they did not accept what was given by 
the Bill, there was no other resource 
except what was called secular education. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) said he wished to say one or two words 
in order to show why it was that most of 
the Irish Members would vote for the 
noble Lord’s Amendment when he went 
to a division. He had heard the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition say that he had no very great 
objection to Cowper-Temple teaching ; 
indeed, that he rather approved of it 
under certain circumstances ; and that he 
regarded it as much better than secular 
teaching. He understood that that was 
the attitude of hon. Gentlemen belonging 
to the Protestant religion. But those 
who represented Catholic feeling in the 
House were entitled to take a different 
view of the matter. They claimed that 
they should not be asked to pay a single 
farthing of the rates for the promotion 
of what was, after all, Protestant 
religion. He did not blame hon. gentle- 
men on either side of the house, whether 
they belonged to the Church of England 
or to the Nonconformist bodies, for 
favouring Cowper-Temple teaching ; but 
it was hard to ask Catholic ratepayers to 
spend their money for the teaching of 
Protestant religion which was very 
essentially opposed to the teaching of the 
Catholic Church. The special position of 
Catholics ought to be recognised, and 
they were entitled to make a protest 
against any arrangement the result of 
which would compel Catholic parents to 
pay rates for the teaching of a religion 
which was in almost every respect opposed 
to that which they believed. It had been 
proposed that the rates which the 
Catholics paid should be spent upon the 
support of their own schools; and that in 
the same way the rates paid by other 
denominations should be devoted to 
assist the religious teaching which they 
wished in the schools. He ‘thought that 
that would be an ideal arrangement ; but 
he understood that it could not be accom. 
plished. He supposed that at this stage 
it would be impossible for any very large 
change to be made in the Bill to meet the 
views of those for whom he spoke; but 
he believed that although facilities were 
granted under Clause 4 to Catholics for 
their denominational teaching, a number 
of Catholic sctools would be excluded, 
and that that would constitute a grievance, 
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He appealed to the Minister for Education’ 
before this Bill became law, to prevent 
the injustice of calling upon a consider- 
able section of the population to pay for 
the teaching of religion to which they 
were strongly opposed. If that were not 
done there would be considerable diffi- 
culties. He himself did not desire that 
there should be any unpleasantness of the 
kind, but he believed that a considerable 
number of ratepayers would refuse to pay 
their rates if they saw that their money 
was devoted to paying for a religion in 
which they did not believe. They had 
heard a good deal about passive resisters, 
but large numbers of people did not 
believe in passive resistance. Their 
resistance would be of an active character, 
and would prove that this Bill was not a 
final settlement of the education question. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, 
East Toxteth) said the hon. Member 
for East Clare, as representing the 
Roman Catholics, had told them that 
he objected to paying for the instruction 
of a religion in which he did not 
believe. There were also a number of 
Members on the Miisterial side of the 
House who had the strongest possible 
objection to paying for the teaching of 
the Roman Catholic religion of which the 
hon. Member was an exceptionally strong 
exponent in this House. [Mr. W. Rep- 
MOND: What about the “all-round 
system.”] He was well aware of what 
was said about the “all-round system ” 
under which everybody paid for every- 
body else, but under that system, accord- 
ing to the hon. Gentleman, they were 
violating everybody’s consciences. He 
saw in the hon. Gentleman’s speech no 
argument in support of the Amendment, 
although the Amendment still stood in 
the obscurity in which the noble Lord 
left it. He gathered that under it 
instruction night be given by the local 
education authority in any and every 
religion. Therefore the hon. Gentleman 
who had just sat down would find that 
from a Roman Catholic point of view 
he would gain nothing from the proposal, 
as under it the religion he objected to 
would be given. He had listened to the 
speech of the Leader of the Opposition 
with considerable attention, but he did 
not gather from it what this Amendment 
really meant. It was not said who was to 
givethis education, it;was not said whether 
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it was to be given in school hours, it was 
not said whether it was to be givenat the 
public expense, and he contended that 
until they knew definitely what an 
Amendment of that kind meant, it was 
not fair at this stage of the debate to 
bring forward a proposal which was so 
evidently against the chance of their 
forming an opinion upon a clear and 
definite issue. At an earlier date they 
had had put forward the cold, clear, and 
definite pronouncement from Birming- 
ham that religious instruction should not 
be given at the public expense, but should 
be given in school hours. That raised 
a clear issue in regard to the all-round 
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system. The State was to marshal the 
children to school, and then during 


school hours the different ministers of 
religion were to enter like recruiting 
sergeants and see what they could get. 
That was a clear issue, and the proposal 
was rejected, although the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
was perfectly ready to vote for it on the 
ground that it got rid of Cowper-Temple 
teaching. The Unionist Party at the 
time of the Birmingham Amendment 
committed themselves very nearly to 
the proposal that the State had nothing 
to do with the furnishing of religious 
education, and that its sole function was 
to bring children to school, and there 
to leave them to the tender mercies 
of the emissaries of the different de- 
nominations, That was a_ most 
curious reversal of political traditions, 
because if there was one thing which 
that great ecclesiastical statesman, Mr. 
Gladstone—distinguishing between him 
as a theologian and a_ politician—held 
that the State had nothing to do 
with the propagation of religion. It 
seemed then as if the Opposition side 
of the House were prepared to adopt 
Gladstonian traditions, but the Leader 
of the Opposition had abandoned that 
position, and now, so far from con- 
demning Cowper-Templeism, he spoke 
of it with modified enthusiasm. He 
almost went so far as to say that he wished 
to see a kind of form of Cowper-Templeism 
compulsorily established in every school, 
if something else was not established 
there. They would welcome from the 
Leader of the Opposition that declaration, 
especially if he spoke with the whole 
force of his Party. He was surprised 
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to hear Cowper-Templeism spoken of 
asanew religion. It was new in the sense 
that it enables Christians of all denomina- 
tions to agree upon the fundamental 
truths of Christianity. The existing sylla- 
buses had been received by the present 
authorities from the old school boards, 
and they bore all the marks of com- 
promise, but they had not eliminated 
any of th: verities of the Christian 
faith. He was surprised that the 
right hon. Gentleman had risen to 
support the Amendment, because under 
the Bill hon. Gentlemen of the Op- 
position had been generously treated, 
and if there were offended  con- 
sciences left they had no reason to 
complain. They on that side adhered 
to CowperTempleism, because it went 
in the direction of the extrusion of 
religious controversy from our schools, 
and accentuated the fact that Christians 
could agree. 


Sir JOHN KENNAWAY — (Devon- 
shire, Honiton) was sorry that he could 
not follow his noble friend into the lobby 
on this occa ion. He sympathised with 
him in his desire for denominational ¢du- 
cation and on his condemnation of the 
Bill for not providing it. In :o far as 
the noble Lord’s remarks were directed 
against the Bill on that ground they had 
his most hearty support. The Bill did 
not provide for such teaching, but 
entered into 


upset an arrangement 
many years ago, which in spite of 
its manifold inefficiencies had been 


accepted as giving the basis of some kind 
of religious instruction. The Amend- 
ment, however, appeared to tear up 
the concordat which was entered into 
in 1870, and which had worked very 
well up to this time. There was no 
doubt that the Cowper-Temple clause 
imposed restrictions upon religious teach 
ing, but it was the price they had 
paid, and not unwillingly paid te 
avoid a quarter of a century of religiou 
strife in all the districts of the country 
He was willing to beli ve that good 
and effective religious teaching had been 
given in spite of the Cowper-Temple 
clause, but that had been owing very 
much to the fact, which he was sorrv to 
say no longer existed, that board schools 
had been in competition side by side 
with denominational or non-provided 
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schools. There had, therefore, been a 
stimulus and a rivalry which had kept 
up the character of the teaching of the 
board schools, and there had also been 
a large number of teachers trained in 
the denominational colleges who had 
tended to raise the character of religious 
teaching in the schools. Now that the 
schools were to be all of one type there 
would no longer be that stimulus, and 
in the restrictions put upon the teacher 
preventing them from having the liberty 
of teaching the religion in which they 
believed there was a danger that the 
character of the teacher, as regarded 
religious teaching, would be very much 
deteriorated and the supply of such 
teachers very much diminished. He recog- 
nised all these objections, but he asked were 
they prepared to get rid of this system, 
which, in the words of the Archbishop of 


Canterbury, laid a foundation upon which | 


the ample teaching of the Christian faith 
could be raised ? It was because he believed 
the Amendment would destroy the work- 
ing of the Cowper-Temple clause that 
he could not support the noble Lord. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) appealed to the House to 
come to a decision on the Amendment. 
The noble Lord forgot one fact—namely, 
that they were discussing the religious 
education of children between five and 
twelve, and not teaching suitable for 
theological students at the University. 
The noble Lord had complained that 
the County syllabuses made selections 
from the Bible. Did the noble Lord 
teach his children all the Bible? Was 
he prepared to put the Bible as_ it 
was into the hands of little children ? 


Lorp R. CECIL: Certainly. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: He also 
made matter of complaint against simple 
Bible-teaching, that in some syllabuses 
the Epistles were not included. He 
should rather praise that. He should 
have thought it a very difficult thing to 
make children between five and twelve 
understand the argumentative Epistles 
around which had arisen some of the 
greatest controversies of the Church. 


Lorp R. CECIL: Would the right 
hon. Gentleman exclude 2ll the Epistles ? 
They are al) excluded, 


Sir John Kennaway. 


| 
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*Sir HENRY FOWLER said he did 


not know the reason which might have 
induced the authors of the syllabuses 
to exclude all the Epistles. But he 
would not labour that. His first 
point was that this was teaching for 
children of between five and twelve. 
His second was that this simple Bible- 
teaching had prevailed for thirty-six 
years, and there had been no well- 
founded complaint about it on the part 
of the parents, or a sign of dissatisfaction 
on their part with regard to this teaching, 
The noble Lord had dwelt a great deal 
upon the right of the parents; had he 
forgotten that there were a large number 
of parents—hundreds of thousands, if 
not more—who were absolutely in- 
different to all religious teaching what- 
soever ? Was he prepared to go into 
the slums of London, where drunkenness 
and its attendant social evils prevailed, 
and say that there the parents were to 
determine the religious teaching ’ 

Lorp R. CECIL: Certainly. 

*Sir HENRY FOWLER: If the 
noble Lord accepted that he (Sir Henry 
Fowler) had nothing further to say upon 
it. What the noble Lord really meant 
when he talked of the right of the parents 
was the right of the parents in certain 
limited localities and areas. To talk 
of the right of parents being interfered 
with either by this Bill or the Act of 
1870, was not to deal with the facts as 
they were. In the large towns there was 
ample provision for all the religious 
teaching that the parents desired. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the Opposition laid great stress on the 
Scottish system, but Scotland was free 
from one great difficulty in that it had 
one common Catechism. There were 
divisions in the Scottish Church, as they all 
knew from the great controversy which 
arose last year, but they were divisions 
as to the internal government of the 
Church and not as to its doctrines. 
The Scottish system could not be 
introduced into England, otherwise he 
should not be indisposed to consider that 
argument. The Leader of the Opposition 
had said they were destroying by this Bill 
the settlement or compromise of 1870 and 
the settlement of 1902. The settlement 
and compromise of 1870 was destroyed 
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long ago. 
points that the education of the country | 
was to be provided as to one-third by the | 
supporters of the voluntary schools, 
one third by the taxes and one-third 
‘by the fees from the children. Two 
of those points of the settlement had 
broken down, and the 1ight hon. Gentle- 
man himself broke down the settlement 
of 1870 altogether when he put the volun- 
tary schools on the rates. He warned | 
the noble Lord that he and his anglican | 
friends in the attitude they had taken up 

were really aiming a deadly blow at the | 
continued maintenance of religious teach- | 
ing in our national schools. The country 

would not have the noble Lord’s solution. 

{An Hon. MemBer: You willsee.| They | 
had said leave it to the settlement arrived 

atin 1870. Leave it to the local authori- 

ties to decide the religious teaching to be 

given in the schools, subject to the con- 

dition that the school authorities should 

not be allowed to influence a child or take 

a child away from the Church to which the 

child’s parents belonged. It was stated 

that in some single-school areas, child- 

ren had been told that if their parents 

had been married in a Nonconformist | 
chapel they were not really married at all. 

That was the sort of grievance of which 

Nonconformists had reason to complain. 

This Bill would stop that; at the same 

time, those who desired specific religious 

teaching would have their full rights 

reserved. 


Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover) contended 


‘that it did not lie in the mouths of the. 
-authors of this Bill to charge its opponents | 
with taking a course which might lead to. 


Teligious instruction being excluded from 
the elementary schools. The supporters 


of the Bill would leave religious instrac- | 


tion to be determined by bodies elected | 
‘for totally different purposes, and they | 
washed the hands of this House of all | 
responsibility for the school life of the | 


children. There was no justification for | 


the taunt of the right hon. Gentleman. | 
His argument came to this—that the | 
strength of the case of the opponents of | 
this Bill depended on the amount of con- | 
‘tribution which those who believed in | 
Church teaching were prepared to give to | 
the general education of the country. | 
They jpaid taxes and rates on precisely the | 
same, basis..as those) who favoured 
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, , ! 
Cowper-Temple teaching, but a kind of 
blackmail was to be !evied upon them in 
order that their consciences might receive 


the same satisfaction. That proved 
the fallacy of the whole of the right 
hon. Gentleman’s argument. The right 


hon. Gentleman had said that under 
the Cowper-Temple system the whole 
of the Bible was not taught, and he 
asked the noble Lord whether he was 
prepared to teach tho whole of the Bible. 
If selections were necessary—and he 
admitted they were—in teaching the 
Bible to children, did not that 
strengthen their claim that those 
who agreed with them as well as those 
who disagreed with them should have 
the right of selection ?_ If selection were 
necessary it became more necessary to 
safeguard the conscience of those who 
thought that the Bible had to be taught, 
and could not be put haphazard into the 
hands of any child. It was not enough 
to say that under this Cowper-Temple 
system certain portions of the Bible were 
excluded which they wished to have 
excluded. Whether by purpose or acci- 
dent, it was the case that many of the 
most sacred and beautiful passages of the 
Bible did not find a place within that 
scheme of teaching, as they thought, 
because they were parts of the Liturgy 
They resented that, not 
in the least in respect of those who wished 
to have the Bible selected, but because 
they said that if those who were not of 
their way of thinking had the right of 
excluding those passages, they them- 
selves had the right of including those 
passages in schools built by Church 
money for Church teaching. 


Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said they 
would have that under the Bill. 


Mr. WYNDHAM altogether denied 
that those who built these schools for 
Church teaching were bound to take 
advantage of the precarious opportunities 
given in the later stages of this Bill. 
‘They claimed equality. The right hon. 
Member for Wolverhampton went on to 
say that this kind of religious teaching 
had prevailed for thirty-six years. But 
it had prevailed side by side with the kind 
of religious instruction for which great 
sacrifices had been made. If the Govera- 
ment were going to destroy the machinery 
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for giving the kind of instruction the 
Opposition preferred, or if the Govern- 
ment were going to cramp and restrict 

their opportunities of giving such instruc 

tion, at any rate they were bound 
to aim at theoretic equality. They | 
were told that in practice these diffi- | 
culties which figured so largely in 
debates in this House would disappear. | 
They would disappear for a moment, but | 
they would revive if the complaint was | 
one of theoretic equality, because all, 
those who felt the injustice and could | 
point to that which was inequitable in| 
the law of the land would use that as | 
a lever to work upon the consciences | 
and the minds of their fellow-countrymen. | 
If this Bill became an Act in its present | 
shape, they could depend upon it that 
not only in the country school but in 
all the large industrial centres there | 
would be many men who would feel 
it a matter of duty to use all the argu- 
ment they could as to the iniquities | 
of this Bill, and its passing would be) 
a stimulus to men and women to search | 
their consciences and decide whether 
they were doing enough to see that 
their children received that instruction 
which in their hearts they believed | 
ought to be given. The prospect was | 
not one to which any of them would 
look forward with pleasure or with) 
anything but anxiety and foreboding. 
They said that if the Government made | 
this Bill theoretically just the practical | 
difficulties would be far less than they | 
were under previous Acts which were 
not quite theoretically just. The Act 
of 1870 was a compromise; so was 
the Act of 1902. Both, by the frank | 
admission of their authors, left in certain 
places conditions which were unjust 
as well as conditions which were harsh. 
Were the Government going to amend 
that state of affairs by passing a Bill 
which in every corner was unjust to those 
who preferred Church teaching to Cowper- 
Temple teaching’? If the Act of 1902 
was to be denied by supporters of the 
present Government as being in the. 
nature of a compromise, then their | 
duty was to aim at something which was | 
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mo1e just, and not at something which 
was obviously less just. There were only 
two forms of theoretic justice which could 
stand. One was to do that which 
the Government proposed to do and 
did not do, namely, to give to the 
local authority the power to choose the 
kind of religious instruction it preferred ; 
and the other was to leave it to the 
parents to decide whether their children 
should receive the instruction which 
they preferred. He believed they would 
be driven to the second alternative, and 
he hoped that even now the House would 
adopt the advice of his noble friend and 
save themselves and it might be the next 
generation from years of barren conflict 
and religious animosity. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 
westry) said some hon. friends seemed to 
think that there would be no longer 


| Cowper-Temple teaching if this Amend- 


ment were carried. That was not the 
case. It would only be abolished in 
those cases where people did not want it. 
Their one object was to prevent Cowper- 
Temple teaching being forced upon those 
who did not want it. The Amendment 
would let those who wanted Cowper- 
Temple teaching for their children go on 
with it. If this Bill were passed there 
would be a considerable number of volun- 
tary schools in rural districts where the 
children of every parent would like to 
continue definite religious teaching as it 
was given now, but unless this Amend- 
ment were accepted that could not be 
done. Was that the idea of justice and 
freedom which hon. Gentlemen opposite 
wished to uphold? This would | 
making not a majority or a minority 
but the whole of the children in the schoo! 
suffer. He would ask the right hor.. 
Gentleman at least to consider some 
means by which this great injustice 
could be avoided in those parishes where 
every child wished to go on with the 
teaching as at present. 


Question put. 


The House divided :— Ayes, 114. Noes, 


254. (Division List No, 244.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William, (Cork, N.E. 
Aclaud- Hood. Kt. HnSiralexF. | Balearres, Lord 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 


M. Wyndham, 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 


| Balfour, Rt.Hn..A.J.(City Lond. 


| Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Boland, John 


| Beach, Hn. Michael HughHicks- 





~~ 
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Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Clancy, John Joseph 
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Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. | 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hill, Sir Clement(Shrewsbury) 


| Hills, J. W. 
| Hogan, Michael 


Coates, E.Feetham(Lewisham | 
| Lane-Fox, G. R. 


Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craik, Sir Henry 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalrymple, Viscount 
Delany, William 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Du Cros, Harvey 

Duffy, William J. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Flyna, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Ginnell, L. 

Halpin, J. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hammond, John 

Har:'y, Laurence( Kent, Ashford 


Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joreph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somers't 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. b. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, Hubert (Eastbo’rne 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, Sir J. Williams (Dev np’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W.( Bedfordshire 
Bolton, T. D.(Derbyshire,N.E.) 
Bramsdon, T. A, 

Branch, Jame 


Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
King,Sir Henry Seymour( Hull 


Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 


| Lundon, W. 
| Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
| MacVeagh,Jeremiah (Down,S. 


M‘Hueh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mooney, J. J. 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murphy, John 

Nield, Herbert 

Nolan, Joseph 

O’ Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 


NOES. 


Brocklehurst, W. D, 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Branner,Sir John T. (Cheshire) 
3ryce, Rt. Hn. Jas. (Aberdeen) 
Bryce, J.A (luverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 

Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 

Cairns, Thomas 

Causton, Rt. HnRichardKnight 

Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 

Channing, brancis Allston 

Cheetham, John Frederick 

Cherry. Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Cobiold, Felix Thornley 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 

Collins, Sir W. J. (S.PancrasW. 

Corbett, CH.(Sussex,E.Grinst’d 

Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J.S. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth 

Cremer, William Randal 

Ciombie, John William 


' Crooks, William 
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O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

Q’ Doherty, Philip 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O Dowd, John 

O’ Hare, Patrick 

O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, Jame-~ John 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington) 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rawlinson,J ohn Frederick Pee? 
2edmond, John E. (Waterford 
%edmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall 
Ropner, Col. Sir Robert 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sheehan, Danie! Daniel 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Smyth, Thomas F.(Leitrim,S. ) 
Starkey, John R. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia. Viscount 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Keni, Mid. 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Kt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Lord Robert Cecil and Mr 
Bridgeman. 


Davies, David (MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh,S.) 
Dickinson, W. H. (StPancrasN. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Dunean, C.( Barrow-in- Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Kt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, Rk. W. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner, Col. Alan (Hereford,S.. 
Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough), 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
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‘Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Grove, Archibald 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 
Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J.M (Aberdeen, W. 
Higham, John Sharp 

Holden, E. Hopkinsor. 

Hoope:, A. G. 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset, N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Hudsun, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jowett, F. W. 

‘Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, GeorgeD. 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Lamb, Edmund G, (Leominster 
‘Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lea, Hugh Cecil(St. Pancras, E. 
Leese,Sir Joseph F.( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M. (Falkirk B’ghs 
Maclean, Donaid 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas v. 
M‘Arthur, William 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
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characteristic of any 





Ashford) said that as the House had | particular denomination, and he con- 
just decided against any modification | sidered that the Apostles’ Creed was 
‘of the Cowper-Temple teaching they | not characteristic of any particular 
might very well ask that Cowper. /Teligion, but was a common doctrine 
Templeism should be defined Tie | of the Christian religion. He wanted 
did not desire to lay down any very to get at the bed-rock of this question 
decided definition, and so had selecied | 80 that the parents of all denominations 
the Christian faith as set forth! would know what they had to build 
in the Apostles’ Creed. Why he em-| upon. Therefore it was necessary for 
phasised the Apostles’ Creed was/| them to take some action of this sort. 
because the description given by Mr. | He found that in many syllabuses they 
Cowper-Temple in 1870 war that | started with a sort of instruction to 
ihe only meant the Vlause to apply | the teachers the effect of which was that 
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moral training had been adopted as the 
standard. If that was the common 
practice now, and if that was the in- 
struction which had gone forth to the 
teachers in the past, it was very necessary 
to provide for the future. The two main 
reasons why the standard of Cowper- 
Temple teaching had been kept up in 
the past were the facts that there had 
been competition with the denomina- 
tional schools and that the teachers were 
instructed in denominational training 
colleges. Those two reasons would 
be removed under this Bill, and 
therefore he thought it was essential that 
they should see that the Christian 
religion as defined by the Apostles’ 
Creed was taken as the standard. 
This was only in accordance with every- 
thing that had been said on the Ministerial 
Benches during the discussions on this 
measure, because again and again it had 
been asserted that the parents were 


satisfied with the religious teaching 
given under the existing syllabuses. 
They had scotched secular teaching 


for a considerable time and the House 
had decided most decisively against a 
secular system. In a very large number 
of schools the children were going to 
have for three days in the week Cowper- 
Temple teaching, whilst on two days they 
would receive the religious teaching 
associated with their own denomination. 
Surely they had a right to insist that 
the Cowper-Temple teaching should be 
Christian teaching which would form 
a basis for denominational teaching. 
He was not at all favourable to Clause 3, 
but if they had to abide by it then he 
thought it was only fair to those who 
were being transferred from schools in 
which they were receiving denominational 
teaching that they should be assured 
that they would receive on three days a 
week instruction which was not contrary 
to what they had been given on the 
other two days, and something which 
should be the foundation for dlenomina- 
tional teaching. This was not in any 
sense a controversial question, and it 
was not altering the Cowper-Temple 
clause, but simply defining it in the sense 
in which Mr. Cowper-Temple himself 
defined it. It was setting up a standard 
which had been accepted by Christians 
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in many cases they would find that| through all ages, and by adopting this 


Christianity had been dropped, and 
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Amendment the Government would only 
be accepting what was really the intention. 
of Parliament in 1870, because at that 
time there was no idea of abolishing 
the Apostles’ Creed from the syllabus. 
By adopting this proposal there would 
be some guarantee that the children 
would receive religious teaching which 
would form a solid foundation to build. 
upon. He begged to move. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) im 
seconding the Motion, said this new 
clause must not be taken as disparaging 
in any degree what was known as Cowper- 
Temple teaching. Had the discussion 
which took place earlier been adverse to- 
that teaching he should have submitted 
arguments to show his confidence in the: 
Cowper-Temple clause, and to testify his 
high sense of the service it had done in 
regard to religious education. He thought 
some definition like that given in the 
clause proposed by his noble friend was 
required. It could not be injurious, and 
it would express the mind of Parliament. 
In cases where members of the local 
education authority might hesitate in 
their judgment they would at least have- 
before them this expression of the views 
of Parliament on the teaching of religion. 
As to the term “ Christian faith ” used in 
the new clause, he would remind the 
House that these were familiar words to 
educationists. They appeared scores of 
times in the schemes of the Endowed 
Schools Commissioners, and they had 
received the sanction of the House, because 
when the schemes were laid before 
Parliament no objection had been taken. 
Then as to the Apostles’ Creed he would 
say that it was the simplest formulary 
which Christian men knew. He doubted 
if any proposition in that Creed was 
denied by any believer in any form of the 
Christian faith. It might be stated with 
some little show of reason that Parliament 
ought not to give any direction to the: 
local authorities. He reminded the 
House that it was only a few days since: 
they inserted words in Clause 2, providing 
that an arrangement between the parties 
should not prevent their giving an under- 
taking to give religious instruction under 
the Cowper-Temple clause. So far as he 
knew that was the first time a direct 
instruction had been given to the 
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-education authority in regard to the teach- 
ing of religion. This teaching was to be 
entirely at the cost of the volunteers ; 
there was to be no charge whatever on 
the rates or taxes. 


New clause-— 


‘Whenever a local education authority in 
any public elementary school, provided or 
deemed to be provided by them, allows 
religious instruction of the character permitted 
under section fourteen of the Elementary 
Edueation Act, 1870, such instruction shall 
be in accordance with the principles of the 
Christian faith, as set forth in the Apostles’ 
Creed.’”—(Mr, Laurence Hardy.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. BIRRELL said he was glad of the 
manner in which the hon. Baronet 
had approved of the Cowper-Temple 
clause. He could not help thinking that 
after these debates were over the Cowper- 
Temple clause would be the most popular 
matter involved in the Bill. The pro- 
posed new clause was perfectly rational 
and sensible in itself, and personally he 
should be glad to see the Aposties’ Creed 
included in all the syllabuses of the 
country, but he believed that would be 
taking the wrong course in the part they 
desired to play. There was no obligation 
on the local authority to have a syllabus 
of any kind, and, therefore, they were, so 
to speak, at the mercy of these authori- 
ties in that matter. They could not 
dictate to them, and he thought it would 
be unwise to attempt to dictate to them 
what the syllabus should be. It would 
be much more wise to leave it to the 
general sense of the community, and to 
the feelings of the various religious people 
in the community. The syllabuses now 
in use had been the result of friendly 
communion between the Church of 
England and various other bodies, includ- 
ing sometimes representatives of the 
Church of Kome. It was only in that 
way that they could hope to see satis- 
factory results. If it were made a 
statutory obligation to have a syllabus 
which should include the Apostles’ Creed, 
there might be on certain local bodies 
persons who did not think every word 
or expression in that creed desirable 
or wise to be selected for teaching 
catechetically in the public elementary 


Sir Francis Powell, 
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schools, and discussions on the points 
would ensue which he thought it would 
be better to avoid. Therefore, he could 
not agree to the Second Reading of the 
clause. 


Question put and negatived. 


Viscount MORPETH (Birmingham, 
S.) moved a new clause to empower the 
local education authority to appoint 
two managers and the minor local 
authority to appoint four managers 
for a public elementary school. He said 
thit under the Bill, if it passed, all 
schools would be provided schools, and 
the appointment of managers would be 
subject to the law which governed such 
appointments at the present time— 
that was to say, four would Le appointed 
by the county council and two by the 
minor local authority. He proposed 
to reverse those proportions. He thought 
the four members should be elected by 
the minor authority and the two by 
the county council, because that would 
help to awaken interest in educa 
tional questions. Personally he was 
sceptical in regard to the statement made 
by many speakers that less interest than 
formerly was taken in education ; but if 
that interest had lessened, he thought 
it would revive if the majority of the 
school managers were appointed from 
the parents living in the locality. The 
noble Lord the Member for Kast Maryle- 
bone had given notice of a new clause 
specifically giving the appointment of 
managers to parents. He sympathised 
with that, but thought there were serious 
objections from an administrative point 
of view to setting up a special register 
for the special election, and that it would 
be possible to ascertain near enough 
what the desire of the parents was if 
they took the electorate of the village, 
and allowed the parish council to appoint 
the managers. Those men would, for 
all practical purposes, represent the feel- 
ings of the parents of the children. He 
did not propose to touch on Clause 15; 
the new clause which he was proposing 
did not necessarily touch on that devolu- 
tion scheme. He thought it was better 
that the managers should be appointed by 
the minor local authorities. His proposal 
that the county council should appoint 
two representatives would be a valuable 
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provision. It would help to introduce | 
variety. If in any locality there | 


was a predominance of one Party and | 
Party feeling ran high, suitable persons 
for the work might be omitted from 
membership, and that the county 
council would be able to rectify that 
through the power of appointing two 
members. 


Mr. HICKS BEACH (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury), in seconding the Motion, 
said it was the desire of all Members 
of the House to promote an interest in 
education throughout the rural villages 
and in every town in England as much 
as possible. If the managers were elected 
by the parish councils a great deal 
would be done to stimulate that interest. 
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council knew more about the people | 


in a village than the county council, 
and that they would be likely to 
know the men who could serve use- 
fully as managers of schools. 
asked the Parliamentary Secretary to 
the Board of Education to give the 
House some information as to the 
duties which would devolve on school 
managers in future. In the discussions 
which had taken place on the Bill very 
little information in regard to that 
matter had been given. 


New clause :— 

** All public elementary schools shall, when 
the local education authority are the council of 
a county, have a body of managers, consisting 
of a body of managers not exceeding two, 
appointed by that council, together with a 
number not exceeding four, appointed by the 
minor local authority. ’"—( Viscount Morpeth.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be now read a second 
time.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY ro tHE BOARD or EDUCATION | 
(Mr. Louau, Islington, W.) said that, so 
far as he understood it, the object of 
this clause was to strengthen the opinion 
of the locality against that of the county 
council ; but he believed that the object 
which the noble Lord had in view would 
not be secured by the adoption of his 
Amendment. It would be found that 
under the provisions of Clause 14 of the | 


He | 
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Act of 1902 in regard to managers, the 
rules and conditions under which their 
duties were discharge] were completely 
under the control of the local authority. 
Therefore, no mere change of the num- 
ber of managers which the major authority 
or the minor authority could appoint 
would alter the basis of the duties of the 
managers Seeing that the Government 
had dealt so liberally in regard to the 
appointment of managers and the un- 
satisfactory character of the change 
proposed it would be quite impossible to 
accept the proposal of the noble Lord. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he was very 
glad to hear the hon. Gentleman state 
that there would be practically no change 
in the status of the managers in the 


: ‘St. | non-provided schools. 
It would be admitted that the parish | 


Question put, and negatived. 


Viscount MORPETH said that the 
point raised by his next proposed new 
clause was not very important, but it was 
of some interest. He had been asked to 
propose the clause by the County 
Councils’ Association. The Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Board of Education 
would see that this was no Party question. 
The object was clear, viz., to help regular 
attendance. As the Bill stood if a child 
resided more than three miles beyond the 
area of a school there were no means to 
compel its attendance even when carriages 
were provided to convey it to that school. 
He moved the Second Reading of the 
new clause he had put upon the Paper. 


Lorp BALCARRES seconded. 


New clause :— 


** When a local education authority provides 
means of conveyance for a child between its 
home and a public elementary school, it shall 
not be a reasonable excuse for the purposes of 
Section 74 of the Elementary Education Act, 
1870, that there is no public elementary school 
open which such child can attend within three 
miles of its residence.—( Viscount Morpeth.) 


3rought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That the clause be read a second time.’ 


Mr. LOUGH said he agreed with the 
noble Lord that this was not a Party 
question, As the law now stood there 
must be a school within three miles of 
where a child resided before compulsory 
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attendance could be enforced. Although | 
conveyances had been resorted to by 
some local authorities, the practice was 
not so general as to justify the universal 
application of compulsory attendance 
beyond the three miles limit. 
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ViscounT MORPETH pointed out that 
it was only when a conveyance was pro- 
vided by the county council that the 
clause would apply. 


Mr. LOUGH said he quite understood 
the permissive character of the propcsal, 
but it was much too great a change in 
the system which had existed for thirty 
years for him to accept the clause at this 
stage. 


bee 

Mr. J. RAMSAY MACDONALD 
(Leicester) said he wished to join in the 
appeal to the hon. Gentleman to accept 
this new clause. The experiment had 
been tried by some of the more pro- 
gressive county councils and the practice 
ought to beencouraged. Ifa conveyance 
was sent to carry the children to the 
nearest school it would give no excuse to 
parents for not sending their children to 
school. The advantages of a conveyance 
in widely scattered villages and areas 
were obvious, and weather and distance 
ought not to be availed of as excuses by 
parents for the non-attendance of their 
children at school. It was advisable in 
the interests of the children and of 
education to remove the power which 
the parents now had of excusing the 
attendance of their children at a school 
beyond a three mile limit. 


Mr. VERNEY (Buckinghamshire, N.) 
said that from his own experience he 
believed that the provision would be 
most useful in rural districts when cross 
country roads were impassable on account 
of being flooded in bad weather and the 
alternative route Lrought a school outside 
the three mile boundary. He knew 
cases where these conveyances had been 
extremely useful. They might give an 
opportunity of combining schools, and 
would also be an advantage in providing 
the children with a more efficent teaching 
at a larger school beyond three miles 
from their homes. He therefore joined 
with his hon. friend the Member tor 
Leicester in urging the Government to 
re-consider their decision. 


Mr. Lough. 
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Mr. HICKS BEACH said that he: 
likewise supported the clause, and he 
asked the Government to meet them, at 
least in this respect, by considering the 
desirability of inserting such a clause 
when the Bill reached another place. It 
was the object of most education 
authorities to improve one particular 
schoolina central area; and the clause: 
would have the effect of bringing children 
from neighbouring parishes to the 
central school. Of course they knew 
that farmers had great difficulty in getting 
children at times for labour in the fields 
unless there were schools in the parish, 
and, therefore, they objected to the 
children being taken out of the parish to 
acentral school. But, on the other hand, 
he believed that the clause would tend to 
economy and efficiency, because with a 
conveyance to collect children for the 
central school, smaller schoc!s would be 
unnecessary, and the county council 
would be able to save money by not 
being compelled to build new small 
schools. 


Mr. LOUGH said he did not want to 
appear negligent to the arguments urged 
by hon. Members on both sides of the 
House, but he would point out that there 
were difficulties about the clause. For 
instance, there was no limit as to distance. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER said it was 
only by leave of the House that the hen. 
Gentleman could speak again. 


Mr. LOUGH said he only wished to 
state that without making any promise 
he would mention the appeal to his 
right hon. friend. 


Question, put, and negatived. 


Mr. SAMUEL ROBERTS (Sheffield, 
Ecclesall) moved a new clause providing 
for an appeal to the Board of Education 
against the proposal of a local authority 
to discontinue a voluntary school. The 
hon. Member said that when the House 
was in Committee upon this Bill 
there was considerable discussion upon 
as to what would happen if a school 
was not taken over by the local 
authority, because under Clause 2 of 
the Bill the local authorities need only 
take over one of these schools when they 
desired to do so. Supposing a_ local 
authority was hostile to the voluntary 
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school in its district and did not want 
to take it over what could bedone? The 
local authority need not do anything at 
all. They need not even give notice to 
the owners of the voluntary school that 
they did not intend to take it over. 
Therefore his clause provided that,““Where 
a local education authority propose to dis- 
continue any existing voluntary school 
they shall give public notice of their inten- 
tion to discontinue such school, and the 
managers of such school or any ten rate- 
payers in the area served by such school 
may, within three months after the notice 
is given, appeal to the Board of Education 
on the ground that the said school is 
required and is better suited to meet the 
wants of the district than any other 
school proposed to be provided by the 
local education authority.” During the 
discussion of this subject in Committee 
the late Secretary to the Board of Educa- 
tion moved an Amendment making it 
compulsory on the local education 
authority that they should continue these 
voluntary schools. Unfortunately that 
Amendment was negatived, and then the 
President of the Board of Education said 
he would bring forward an Amendment 
to meet the point. That Amendment 
came before the House last Wednesday. 
It was proposed by the President of the 
Board of Education and yet, notwith- 
standing the fact that he proposed it, 
he himself voted against it and put on the 
Government tellers to whip up votes 
against it. He with other hon. Members 
objected to that Amendment upon 
several grounds. They were shortly 
these. In the first place it gave a bilateral 
appeal and two conditions were imposed 
hefore the local education authority could 
be required to take over a voluntary 
school. The managers must show that 
the school was required for public school 
accommodation and that the schoolhouse 
was suitable and that there were no other 
grounds for the refusal of the local 
authority to take the schoolover. These 
grounds were very wide and loose, and 
they on that side thought that the 
Amendment proposed did not sutticiently 
meet their views. Another thing was 
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that the arrangement was only to 
he made for five years; they thought 
that was far too short a_ period; 


indeed they considered that the period 
cught not to be limited. On several 
occasions they had had assurances from 
right hon. and hon. Gentlemen on 
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‘the other side of the House that they 
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had no intention of doing injustice to 
the voluntary schools, and that they 
meant to take them over if the managers 
desired that they should do so. The 
President of the Board of Education and 
the Chancellor of the Duchy used 
language at the time of the Second 
Reading of the Bill which, if any words 
in the English language were clear, 
indicated that it was the intention of 
the Government at that time to make 
these facilities not illusory but real. 
Unfortunately, however, there were as he 
had said cases in which local authorities 
were hostile to the voluntary schools. 
He had in his mind the case of the West 
Riding of Yorkshire where they all knew 
a very great injustice was being done to 
teachers at the present moment. There 
was an appeal pending in the Law Courts 
upon the matter in order to compel the 
payment to the teachers of that pro- 
portional part of their salaries which 
was due to them in regard to religious 
instruction. There was also a_ case 
in the West Riding where the local 
authority objected to continue a school 
as a public school on the ground 
that they themselves were going to 
erect a new school to accommodate 
720 scholars. These were the sort 
of cases which they sought to provide 
against and to set up some machinery by 
which the managers of voluntary schools 
should be enabled to appeal to the Board 
of Education against any injustice of 
that kind. They had been twitted by 
hon. Members opposite who said that 
they were inconsistent in wanting these 
schools to be taken over. But there was 
nothing inconsistent in the matter. 
When the Bill was passed, naturally they 
wanted the schools to be taken over and 
not to be left high and dry as they 
certainly otherwise would be. If they 
were not so taken over they would cease 
to be schools. He wished to make, al- 
though he did not know whether it was 
too late, one final appeal on behalf of a 
large number of schools in this country 
which up to 1870 and since that year had 
carried on religious education and had 
educated half of the children of the country, 
which was more than the board schools had 
done. In 1870, when the Act was passed, 
Mr. Gladstone and Mr. Forster said it 
was not meant to be hostile to the 
voluntary schools. They said that their 
object was to complete the voluntary 
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school system. In 1870 there were 
14,082 voluntary schools, and there were 
now 19,883, an increase of nearly 6,000. 
These additional schools had been built 
on the strength of the assurances of Mr. 
Gladstone and Mr. Forster that the object 


of the Act of 1870 was not to supplant, | 


but to supplement, the voluntary system. 


Was it quite fair now to leave it to the 
discretion of a local authority to say | 


whether or not a voluntary school should 
be continued ? He begged to move. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (Cambridge Univer- 
sity) seconded the Motion. It was, he 
said, becoming increasingly evident that 
there were many in the House who had 
a very strong feeling hostile to the 
voluntary schools and who were deter- 


mined, if there was any pretext whatever, | 


to prevent their being taken over. 
There was no desire that schools which 
were educationally unfit should be taken 
over 


our educational system, it was desirable 
that there should be as little friction as 
possible, and that they should attempt to 


inspire confidence in the minds of those | 


who would have to carry out delicate 
negotiations with the local authorities. 
Earlier in their debates they had hopes 


that the Minister for Education was with | 


them. It was true that these hopes had 
been shattered, but he did not think it 
was too late to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man to reconsider the matter. If the 
schools were not to be taken over let the 
refusal leave behind it as little bitterness 
and sense of injustice as possible. Let it 


be done as the deliberate and judicial act | 


of the Board of Education ; let it not be 


thought that it was merely a capricious | 


or vindictive act on the part of any un- 
reasonable local authority. 


New clause :— 

“‘ Where the local education authority 
propose to discontinue any existing volun- 
tary school they shall give public notice 


of their intention to discontinue such | 


school, and the managers of such school 
or any ten ratepayers in the area 
served by such school may, within three 
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But when they were starting this | 
new Act, which was a great revolution in | 
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; to be provided by the local education 
| authority.” —(Mr. Samuel Roberts.) 

| 


| 
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Brought up and read the first time. 


| 


| Question proposed, “That the clause 
_be now read a second time.” 


Mr. BIRRELL said the Amendment 
| went back on a former controversy and 
| proposed a one-sided obligation. As every- 
|body knew, they proposed to come to 
some arrangement in regard to this 
matter, and he had brought forward an 
Amendment which, however, he could 
not force upon the House. If they could 
not come to an arrangement on the terms 
he had proposed, what was the possibility 
|of their doing business on the terms 


| now suggested ? This proposal as it stood 
| threw the obligation the other way, and 
in effect provided that the local education 
/authority might be commanded by the 
Board of Education to take over any 
particular school. He thought that the 
| proposed control would interfere too 

largely with the fair rights of the local 
/education authorities of the country. 
| Although there might be some differ- 
‘ence between the Government and 
hon. Members opposite as to the 
|position of the local education autho- 
rity, it was not sufficient to justify 
the strictures which had been passed on 
his hon. friends behind him. Hon. Gen- 
| tlemen opposite seemed to have no faith 
|in their statesmanship, and his hon. 
| friends behind him no faith in their Non- 


conformity. The Government assumed 
|that the education authority would 


be composed of conscientious gentlemen 
_whose only desire was to do their duty 
'and carry out the wishes of those who 
elected them. It would be eminently 
unfair to impose this heavy duty on the 
Board of Education. What gave him 
more uneasiness than anything else as the 
| Bill proceeded from clause to clause, was 
the overwhelming work they were placing 
/on the central Department. If, as had 
been predicted, the Department was going 
to be broken down under the weight of 
the Bill this might be the last straw that 
would break the camel’s back. It would 


aia 








months after the notice is given, appeal | be the difficult and delicate duty of 
to the Board of Education on the ground | imposing on the local authority the 
that the said school is required and is| obligation to take over a school that 
better suited to meet the wants of the | it did not want. He could not accept 
district than any other school proposed | the clause. 


Mr. Samuel Roberts. 
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Sir GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) | 
said that as the debate continued one 
was more and more impressed by the fact | 
that this was not so much an Education | 
as a Teligious disabilities Bill. What | 
they asked for in this clause was an 
appeal to the Board of Education. 
That appeal did not mean that the 
Board of Education should necessarily 
decide against the local 
authority. The Board of Education 


Education (England 


would no doubt immediately enter into | 
consultation with the local education | 


authority and have before it, explicitly 
stated, the reason which operated in the 
mind of the local education authority 
when coming to its decision. The 
right hon. Gentleman had given the 
House the impression that the Board of 
Education would only be acting for the 
trustees and managers of the voluntary 
schools and the parents, whereas it 
would be acting for the local education 
authority as well. If they were going to 
throw complete responsibility upon the 
local education authority, they made it 
the real centre of part of the work of the 
Board of Education. Afterall, the work 
of the Board of Education should be to 
attempt to co-ordinate the system of 
education for the whole country. It 
could not possibly delegate, no matter 
what the labour thrown upon it might be, 
the natural function of its office, ° which 
was to establish a system of education 
which would have one persuasive spirit ; 
which would have within its capacity the 
concern of the education of the country 
as a whole. The Minister of Education 
said “Oh, no.” Because the Board of 
Education might bend and _ possibly 
break under the strain of the responsi- 
bility upon it he would shut out the 
appeal which should be natural and 
which was inherent in its very existence. 
He thought the Minister for Education 
had not been logical in his reply. What 
they felt was that the tendency of local 
education authorities in certain districts 
might be to act inimically towards the 
voluntary schools and in so doing to act 
inimically to the education of the area. 


Local education authorities were not | 


for all time; they were elected to-day 
and dispersed to-morrow. In many re- 
spects they would be purely political 
organisations in some parts of the 
country. He was quite aware that the 
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right hon. Gentleman had no desire 
| that they should be, but the passing of 
this Bill would result in local education 
authorities using it as a political machine 
for abolishing the voluntary schools 
which had in their curriculum religious 


' teaching of which the local education 


authority disapproved. That ought not 
to be. When one looked back at 
the history of the voluntary schools, 
and saw the part they had played 
in the education of the country 
in 1870 there were 8,000 voluntary 
schools and now there were 14,000— 
it must be evident that the spirit and 
wishes of the people had been largely 
in favour of the system which for 
seventy years had been deeply im- 
bued with the religious character and 
moral perception of these schools. He 
felt very strongly that the Government 
by refusing to grant this appeal were 
doing themselves and the principles they 
had so long held a grave injustice. He 
did not think the right hon. Gentleman 
was doing himself justice. It was not 
necessary that the Minister for Education 
should do this injustice in order to 
get his Bill through. The serried 
ranks behind him would see that he 
did that. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: Order, 
order. The hon. Gentleman is speaking 
a great deal more about the Bill than 
the new clause. 


Sirk GILBERT PARKER said that 
this clause struck at the root of the 
voluntary system as a whole. Itshowed 
that the object of the Government was 
not to encourage in the leastj but to 
depreciate the tights of the voluntary 
system. And because of that the 
right hon. Gentleman had _ applied 
to the general operation of the Bill 
what was to take away from the 
voluntary schools the position they 
had hitherto held in our educational 
system. He made no appeal to the 
hon. Gentleman, because he 
knew it would meet with no response, 
but he was privileged to re-state when- 
ever he had an opportunity his views 
and his objections to a Bill which 


_would have a tendency to reduce for 


many years the usefulness and the power 
of the voluntary schools. If this clause 
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were passed it would at any rate give, in 
the minds of those interested in the 
voluntary system, a sense of security. 
If justice was to be done by the present 
Bill then the least that could be done 
by the right hon. Gentleman was that 
he should be just to one cause of which 
he himself was a profound supporter— 
the cause of education in this country. 
When he excluded from the appeal to 
the Board of Education the adjudication, 
after due evidence, on the position of 
the voluntary school in one area which 
might or might not be oppressed, but 
which believed it was oppressed, the 
tight hon. Gentleman was not doing 
his best either for the cause of education 
or for the party which based its own 
interest in education on the Board 
Schools. The hon. Member for North Cam- 
berwell had said this afternoon, “‘ Hands 
off the Board Schools.” They had no 
desire nor had they any legislative 
intention of removing the Board Schools. 
But if it were a question of hands 
off, why not a little bit hands off the 
voluntary schools? Let hon. Members 
opposite remember that though they 
were secure in their majority this Bill 
would not operate to the best interests of 
education, being as it was a religious dis- 
abilities Bill. When it came to an appeal, 
as it must, to the religious differences that 
existed in this country it would be found 
that those who supported voluntary 
schools represented a tremendous power 
which, if challenged, would work not for 
the solidarity of the Government’s pos- 
tion in the Parliament of this country, but 
for its ultimate disintegration. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON agreed 
with the Minister for Education that 
this clause revived controversies. He 
was afraid that the conditions under 
which the Committee stage of this 
Bill had been conducted made it in- 
evitable that the Report stage should 
revive former controversies, and that the 
Opposition should avail themselves of 
every opportunity of raising a question in 
which they thought that the justice 
of their case was so strongly shown. 
No doubt this clause revived questions 
which were discussed and laid aside 
for the moment under a misunder- 
standing regarding an offer made 
by the right hon. Gentleman some 


Sir Gilbert Parker. 
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weeks ago. The right hon. Gentleman 
had appealed to them almost plaintively 
about the work which was being cast upon 
the Board of Education. He admitted 
the work was tremendous, but if the 
Department was overloaded, who was 
responsible but the Minister for Educa- 
tion himself? The right hon. Gentleman 
had rushed into this great question 
without giving himself time to master 
the surroundings and the details, and 
therefore the Government had come to 
this, that their remedy in all cases was 
‘when in doubt appeal to the Board 
of Education.’ The unfortunate Board 
of Education had to decide questions 
innumerable both in quantity and in 
variety. In regard to the present ques- 
tion they fell back upon an assurance 
given at the commencement of these 
discussions. It was not a definite 
pledge, but they all understood that 
where the voluntary schools desired 
to retain their religious instruction 
facilities would be given, and that 
those facilities would be compulsory. 
That promise was absolutely nugatory 
if it were left to a local education 
authority to refuse to accept any of 
the voluntary schools, and to sweep 
the denominational system of teaching 
out of the whole range of its area. That 
was apparent very early in the debate. 
He then moved an Amendment which was 
most unfairly attacked on the ground that 
it would compel the local authority to 
take over a school that was structurally 
unsound or sanitarily deficient. Henever 
desired to do anything of the sort; 
he thought that the House might have 
given h'm credit for taking care that 
such would not be th result of his 
Amendment, but he willingly accepted 


808 


the Amendment suggested as an 
alternative by the hon. Member for 
the Abercromby Division of  Liver- 


pool that where a voluntary school 
desired to be taken over and was 
in course of being rejected by the 
local education authority, an appeal 
should lie to the Board of Education. 
The Minister for Education thought 
there was a good deal of force in it, and 
the next day an Amendment was put 
down. The terms of that Amendment 
disappointed him because he had hoped 
that they would have got what they 
asked for, namely, the simple right of 
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appeal to the Board of Education as 
to whether a school was or was not struc- 
turally sound and efficient, and desired 
by the inhabitants of the area. They 
got nothing of the sort. The Minister 
for Education produced a clause in 
which, as in every other Government con- 
cession throughout these debates, some- 
thing was given, and, at the same time, 
a great deal more was taken away. 
The school might claim to be taken 
over, but, on the other hand, the local 
authority might claim the school whether 
it was held under an education trust or 
not. That was a very great hardship. 
Although a bilateral arrangement from 


a terminological point of view had an | 


appearance of equity, as the matter 


worked out it would produce great 


injustice on owners who had supplied 
buildings for a number of years at their 
own expense, and who might have them 


rejected by the local education authority | 
if that authority did not want them, but | 
claimed by them if they did want) 


them. Therefore the Government’s 
new clause was not satisfactory to 
those who desired justice to be 


done to the voluntary schools. The 
tight hon. Gentleman in moving his 
new clause presented it in such 


an elaborately unamiable light to the | 
Opposition that they not unnaturally 
expressed no enthusiasm for it, and he | 


seized the earliest opportunity of saying 
that under those circumstances he 
should vote against it and advise his 
friends to do so too. 


Mr. BIRRELL said he would not 
have been at all sorry to have seen a 
bilateral clause passed, but he thought it 
contained provisions which, having regard 
to promises made, they could not enforce 
without a general assent. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON said he not 
only regretted that the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s clause was unsatisfactory on the 
face of it; but that it became less and 


less satisfactory afterwards. The right | 
hon. Gentleman now asked them what | 


risk would be incurred. Could not they 
trust the local education authority ? 
Were they to suppose that all local 
education authorities were inspired by a 
passion for Nonconformity, and an ani- 
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mosity towards voluntary schools? He 
did not think all were, but some were, 
and in those few cases they had to take 
precautions and guard against risks. 
But there were other reasons besides 
animosity. There waseconomy. It was 
quite possible that the local education 
authority might find it more economical 
to reduce the number of schools, to work 
them together, and thus might simply set 
aside all voluntary schools in an area. One 
of the objects of the Act of 1902 was to 
secure that where there was a decided 
feeling in favour of a voluntary school of 
a ceitain type or of a council school there 
should be an opening to those interested 
to establish such schools whether or not 
| they were actually wanted for the pur- 
| poses of school accommodation in the 
area. Clauses 8 and 9of the Act of 1902 
were drawn to that end, and carried out 
with that purpose, and he had in his ex- 
perience many cases in which there was 
a question between the wishes of the 
local education authority to have a 
/ council school and exclude the voluntary 
school, and the wishes of the parents on 
the other hand that the voluntary school 
‘should be established giving the 
religious teaching they required. Under 
those circumstances it was essential 
that they should regard, first of all, the 
wishes of the parents as to the religious 
teaching their children should receive ; 
and whether or not questions of economy 
came in, the paramount question was 
what the parents wanted for the religious 
teaching of their children. That was the 
| object for which those clauses in the Act 
|of 1902 were passed, and that object 
| would be frustrated by this Bill. The 
‘local authority would now have in its 
| power the complete effacement of every 
‘type of religious instruction except 
|Cowper-Temple teaching, or what he 
| would call municipal Christianity, or the 
| form of Christianity which commended it- 
self to the municipality for the time being. 
| The President of the Board of Education 
said this was an undenominational Bill. 
What did that mean? Was it fair to all 
denominations? It was a Bill which, 
wherever it was possible, inflicted some 
hardship upon the Church of England. 
What made this Bill all the more unjust 
| was that the members of the Church of 
England had gone on for thirty-five years 
‘building voluntary schools upon the 
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strength of what amounted to a Parlia- | 


mentary guarantee that those schools 
should have fair play when the educa- 
tional system was overhauled. The Act 
of 1870 was a deliberate encouragement 
gladly accepted by the advocates of the 
voluntary system to increase the number 
of voluntary schools. The amount 
which had been expended in his own 
diocese on voluntary schools since 1902 
on repairs, improvements, and new 
buildings amounted to something very 
large, and between 1903, when the Act 
came into operation, and last Easter that 
amount was little less than £60,000. This 
was all expenditure incurred at the 
instance of the Board of Education and 
the local authority. Was it fair that it 
should be open to the local authority, it 
might be from religious animosity, or 
from economy, or from mere caprice, to 
sweep those schools out of existence and 
to say that in that area Cowper-Temple 
religious teaching should be the only 
religious teaching available to the 
children? That was a great injustice. 
Tt was not only a grave injustice, it 
was in fact practically a breach of 
Parliamentary faith. It would leave 
behind it bitterness, and this Bill 
would be nothing approaching a settle- 
ment of the religious question. If he 
saw in this Bill any prospect of a 
settlement he would be the first to help 
the right hon. Gentleman to get rid 
of a difficulty which hampered the 
progress of education at every tum; 
but he saw no such prospect, and he 
greatly feared that a few years hence 
all these questions and discussions would 
be revived simply because hon. Gentlemen 
on the Ministerial side refused to realise 
that other people had religious convictions 
as well as themselves. The only way 
to effect «a permanent settlement of 
this question was to endeavour to ap- 
preciate each other’s religious difficulties. 
By this Amendment they were only 
asking for an appeal to the Board of 
Education to decide whether a voluntary 
school was or was not desired by the 
population of the area in which it existed. 


*Sir PHILIP MAGNUS (London Uni- 
versity) said the President of the Board 
of Education had always acknowledged 
that there was a gap between Clauses 
1 and 2 as, they now stood. There 


Sir William Anson. 
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was nothing in the Bill at present 
which would compel any local authority 
‘to take over a voluntary school. 
From the very first time when this was 
pointed out to the right hon. Gentleman 
he had acknowledged, with the fairness 
which had characterised him during the 
discussion of all questions connected with 
this Bill, that there was a gap which 
ought to be filled in. Moreover, he 
promised that he would himself bring 
in a clause to fill up that gap, and render 
it obligatory under certain conditions 
that a local authority should take 
over anv voluntary schools which were 
structurally fit for the purpose of 
public elementary education. The 
right hon. Gentleman brought for- 
ward a bilateral arrangement and 
the whole of the Opposition voted 
for it, but, strange to say, the 
right hon. Gentleman himself voted 
against it. That was a proceeding of a 
very extraordinary character. In con- 
sequence of the Amendment not having 
been carried the gap still existed and 
no way had been found of filling it up. 
It seemed to him that the proposal 
now before them was a means at any 
rate of having an appeal to the Board 
of Education in the event of the local 
authority refusing to take over any 
voluntary school. That would give 
time for consideration, and the Board 
of Education would be able to decide 
whether the voluntary school was or was 
not necessary, or was of such a character 
as ought to be taken over. He could not 
understand why the right hon. Gentle- 
man refused to accept this as an addi- 
tional clause. They had often been 
told that they ought to trust the educa- 
tion authority and that they might be 
certain that the local education authority 
was not likely to do anything unfair, and 
would always act in the interests of the 
children and their parents. Why did the 
House refuse to trust the local education 
authority in the clause which his noble 
friend the Member for East Marylebone 
introduced ? The clause suggested that, 
notwithstanding anything in Section 14, 
religious instruction might include instruc- 
tion in the tenets of a particular religion. 
The proposal of his noble friend was not 
mandatory, but it left the local authority 
to determine whether special facilities 
should be afforded, and he could not 


| 
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see any reason for not trusting the local | 


authority in such a matter. Why 
should there not be in this case an| 
appeal to the Board of Education ?| 
As the Bill stood, a great many hard- 

ships would be inflicted upon the owners | 
and trustees of voluntary schools. He) 
was not one of those who objected to pay | 
for religious instruction in which he did) 
not believe. He was only too anxious| 
to see religious instruction made a part) 
of the national system of education, and | 
he was willing therefore to pay for such | 
instruction even if it did not happen| 
to be the religion which he held himself. 
At the same time he was anxious that 
every facility should be afforded for 
instruction at our elementary schools) 
in the religious principles which he 
entertained, and also that the same. 
facilities should be given to all other 
denominations. It seemed to him that 
the clause which was now before them 
would very well carry out the object 
of affording some means of ensuring that) 
a local education authority should be) 
obliged to take over a voluntary school 
which was in every way fitted for the 
purposes of public elementary education. 
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as though the local authorities were 
reasonable. He knew a local authority 
with a very large number of children in 
its schools who would not allow a word 
_ of religious instruction to be given in the 
schools, and to such an authority the 
right hon. Gentleman proposed to hand 
over the voluntary schools in that great 
borough. That local authority was 
pledged against giving any religious 


‘instruction in its schools, and it could 
| not consistently with its own conscientious 


attitude on the subject allow such in- 
struction to be given in the voluntary 
schools. Parents would suffer an in- 
tolerable grievance under this undesirable 
Bill if these schools were stamped out by 
the local authority, and they were 
compelled to send their children to the 
schools of the local authority. No 
attempt had been made by the right hon. 
Gentleman to put that matter right. He 
began this session with the feeling that 
they could place some reliance on the 
Minister for Education, but he had 
absolutely ceased to do so. He did 
not trust the right hon. Gentleman’s 


pledges, as he did not fulfil them. The 
right hon. Gentleman gave a definite 


| pledge that the owners of private schools 


*Mr. CARLILE (Hertfordshire, St. | 
Albans) hoped the President of the) 
3oard of Education would accept the 
very moderate proposal contained in, 
this Amendment. It was a very reason-| 
able thing that those private owners) 
who had in the past had the control| 
and direction of those schools should have | 
a Tight of appeal to the Board of Edu- 
cation. He was not referring to schools, 
which were inefficient or deficient either 
in structure or in other respects. He 
could not expect that school buildings 
which were insanitary, and which the 
owners did not propose to put into a. 
proper condition, should be continued 
in connection with the education system 
of the country, but there were a large 
number of voluntary schools, either 
privately owned or belonging to trustees, 
which were efficient in every sense, and 
were an absolute credit to those who 
had maintained them. It was proposed 
under this Bill to allow the local education | 
authority to disregard these schools, 
and that, he held, would constitute an 
absolute injustice and a lasting grievance. | 
The Minister for Education always spoke, 


should have the right to carry out struc- 
tural and other alterations and charge 
the cost on the local authority. Where 
was that provision ? 

Mr. BIRRELL: On the Paper. 

*Mr. CARLILE said if that were so he 
apologised to the right hon. Gentleman 
so far as that was concerned. He natur- 
ally felt strongly on this question of the 
dependence of the voluntary schools 
on the good will of the local authorities, 
some of whom had an intenser hatred 
against the Church than was entertained 
by right hon. and hon.Gentlemen opposite. 
The whole Bill was inspired by envy, 
hatred, malice, and all uncharitableness 
towards the Church of England. High 


Church and Low Church e.g. (represented 


by the noble Lord the Member for 
East Marylebone and himself) were united 
against this—to put it mildly—iniquitous 
and unjust Bill. It was not a Party 
question. High Churchmen and Low 
Churchmen recognised that the Bill was 
‘inspired by hatred against the national 
Church. 
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Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER: The hon. 
Member must apply himself to the new 
clause. 


*Mr. CARLILE said there were a 
large number of local authorities who 
absolutely refused to have the Bible 
inside their schools. They would treat 
the voluntary schools in the same way 
and make it impossible to give any 
religious instruction in them. He asked 
the Minister for Education to allow this 
new clause to be embodied in the Bill. 
The owners of these voluntary schools 
should have the right of placing their 
case on appeal before the right hon. 
_Gentleman at the Board of Education. 
He understood that the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s labours were very heavy; he 
hoped that they would not be long con- 
tinued. Right hon. and hon. Gentlemen 
opposite declined to see the attitude 
of churchmen on this subject. They 
asked for protection against the outrage 
of having their schools, even when 
efficient, discontinued, or of new schools 
being forced upon them in which they 
had no guarantee that the religion which 
they prized would be taught to their 
children. The hon. Member for North 
Camberwell showed his animus against the 
Church when he cried, “Keep your 
hands off the board schools.” He 
retorted by saying, “Place not your 
devastating hands on our schools, backed 
as those hands are by the paltry and 
cowardly power that lies in the battalions 
on the Ministerial Benches.” He and 
his friends believed that these schools 
were entitled to be continued as an 
integral part of the educational system 
of the country. The hon. Member for 
North Camberwell had shown the bitter 
hatred of the Church which underlay 
his argument. He was sorry the hon. 
Member was not now present, as he 
would then have put the matter 
stronger. He trusted that the right 
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hon. Gentleman would accept this 
very moderate Amendment. Th» 
country was going to ask for a good 
deal more. Anyhow they were going 
out into the country, after the passing 
of this Bill, either with or without 
this Amendment, under a_ sense of 
deep'injustice and wrong. He would point 
out to the right hon. Gentleman that 
it was not safe to allow a large party 
in the community to lie under a sense 
of wrong. They had realised that on 
the Opposition side of the House very 
thoroughly. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the Opposition had told 
them that in 1902 he had realised it; 
but right hon. and hon. gentlemen on the 
Ministerial Benches had, through this Bill 
and specially through this clause, seriously 
outraged the consciences of the members 
of the National Church of the country. 
He had not unfrequently noticed that 
right hon. and hon. Gentlemen on 
the Ministerial Benches laughed 
when any reference was made to the 
conscience of other than their own 
small and particular sects. He thought 
it was very well that membeis of the 
Anglican Communion should be allowed 
to have the privilege or the luxury 
of a conscience. It was only right 
that it should be laid clearly before 
the right hon. Gentleman that what- 
ever form this clause ultimately 
took-——whether amended or left un- 
amended — there would be a sense 
of conscientious suffering in this country, 
especially in connection with the 
National Church of England, the mem- 
bers of which would rise up in their 
hundreds of thousands until the oppo- 
sition to their claims had been wiped out 
and the whole matter put straight. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 138; Noes,. 
261. (Divis'on List No. 245.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, Rt.Hn. Hugh O. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.Sir H. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(CityLond. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Beach, Hon. Michael Hugh Hicks 


Boland, John 





Beckett, Hon. Gervase 


Bowles, G. Stewart 
Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 


| Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 

| Carlile, E. Hildred 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cave, George 
Cavendish, Rt. Hon. VictorC. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E. 
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Clancy, John Joseph 

Coates, E. Feetham( Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duffy, William J. 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Ginnell, L. 

Haddock, George R. 
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Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.) said that the object of the clause 
which he now moved was to transfer the 
education work of the London County 
Council to a body directly elected. He 
did not want to restore the old London 
School Board, because that was elected 
on a particular vote. His proposal 
was that the new body should be elected 
by the same franchise as that on which 





the London County Council was elected 
and that women should be eligible 
for election. It seemed to him that 
it would be difficult to estimate the 
loss which London education had sus- 
tained through women not being able to 
take their share in it. The arguments 
in favour of the proposal which he 
made seemed to him to be irresistible. 
The education work of London was 
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so large that it could not be properly 
performed by any other body than one 
which was directly elected for the pur- 
pose of carrying it out. No other 
education body in the country had more 
than a fraction of the education work 
which the London County Council were 


called upon to perform. The House | 


there were 
children and 
The education 


would recollect that 
close upon 1,000,000 
over 20,000 teachers. 
work of London was. at least 
double the whole of the education 
work in Wales and nearly equivalent 


to the whole of the education work of | 


Scotland. Therefore it was obvious that 
this was the education work not of a 
county but of a kingdom. It was im- 
possible that the work could be done 


by a body like the County Council which | 


was overburdened—he would not, how- 


ever, say overburdened —but which was | 
very heavily burdened with municipal | 
also | 
that they were from time to time putting | 
fresh duties of a municipal character upon | 
the London County Council, and also | 
that large numbers of the members of | 


duties. It must be remembered 


the London County Council were with- 
drawn to serve upon other bodies. 


During the present session a Committee | 
that | 


of this House had recommended 
the London County Council should 
undertake the vast work of supply- 
ing electrical power to London. 


lutely impossible for the London County 

Council to adequately discharge the im- 
1 ; 

portant duties which arose in connec- 


tions with education in the Metropolis. | 
The result of putting this task upon the | 
London County Council had been what | 


one might naturally expect, namely, 
that the whole of the education work 
of London had got into the hands 
of a centralised officialism. They had 
heard in the course of these debates that 
even in the case of the provincial county 
councils officialism largely prevailed, 
and officials had obtained undue control, 
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and aggravated kind as _ com- 
pared with that which prevailed 
among county councils at large. No 


doubt there were some of the duties 
of the London County Council which 
might be successfully performed by 


officials, but education was not one 
|of them. It was essential there 
|should be personal touch between 


the local body responsible and those who 
managed the schools and also that there 
should be close touch with the parents 
and the children. Under the old school 





He) 
submitted, therefore, that it was abso- | 


board system there was close touch 
between the London School Board and 
| the teachers and the children, but that 
‘happy condition of things had disap- 
peared. The managers of the schools 
had the greatest possibie difficulty in 
getting the simplest matter in connection 
_with the schools attended to; conse- 
quently the schools were greatly over- 
crowded and the classes were excessively 
large. Under these circumstances it 
was not surprising that public opinion in 
London was strongly in favour of the 
proposal which he now submitted. 
He had been associated with public 
life in London for more than twenty 
or twenty-five years, and he had never 
known a case in which opinion had 
been so strongly in favour of any parti- 
/cular course as it was in regard to the 
absolute necessity, if London education 
was not to be ruined, of transfering this 
important work from the London County 
Council to a directly elected body. He 
begged to move. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that as the 
first London Member who made a 
| protest against the abolition of the 
|London School Board he had _ the 
| greatest possible pleasure in seconding 
‘this Motion. He had nothing to say 
against the London County Council, but 
| Providence had limited their capacity. 
| They might not think so, but it was a fact. 
| One of the Members of that body, Mr. 


| Sidney Webb, had said that they did not 


but whatever might be the case as| seek this work but that it was thrust 


regatded the country, and he was not in 
& position to endorse the views which had 
been put forward by those who knew the 


/upon them. Therefore, in seconding the 
| Motion, he did not come into opposition 
|with one of their most distinguished 


state of things in the country, he did say members. He was not opposed to the 
that the officialism which existed in | municipalisation of education. The case of 
the London County Council in regard to | London was peculiar. It concerned 25,000 
education was of a grossly accentuated ! State-school teachers, at least 1,000,000 
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of students, and a public expenditure 
of £4,000,000 a year. The finance alone 
was as large a concern as the finance of 
all the rest of the County Council’s opera- 
tions. The education work was equal 
to that of the whole of Scotland, though 
the latter was divided among 928 school 
boards. The destruction of the London 
School Board had been a disastrous leap 
in the dark; and since then the work 
of education had become hopelessly 
bureaucratised. It was conducted be- 
hind closed doors, and was in the hands 
of a powerful body of officials, because 
the members had not time to attend 
to it. The purely official charges had 
gone up from £124,000 in 1904 to £300,000 
in the present year. An important 
higher education sub-committee sat the 
other day to make certain important 
appointments. Only one member of the 
council was present. That was not 
democratic government, though it might 
suit the intellectuals. In some cases 
two or three members sat with six, 
seven, eight, nine or ten officials, and 
the appointment committee to which 
he had referred consisted of but one 
single member of the London County 
Council—Mr. Sidney Webb—and it thus 
came about that several most important 
offices were filled up by one man. He 
would also call attention to the fact 
that Canon Jephson, a most distinguished 
dignitary of the Church of England, 
having gone on the education committee 
of the London County Council, and given 
it a fair trial, had deliberately stated 
that he felt bound to resign, because he 
found himself out of touch with the way 
in which business was carried on. 
In the interest of London education this 
work must be taken from the London 
County Council or the members of the 
County Council must be increased. They 
had quite enough to do before, yet their 
work was doubled, but not a single 
member added to their body. Two 
years ago they ordered a survey of the 
voluntary schools of London, and any- 
body looking at the report of the survey 
would see that the statements made with 
regard to the drains of some of the 
voluntary schools were of a very serious 
character. What was the result? So 
overburdened was the Council that it 
was not until Tuesday last that they 
were able to take the matter up, 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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and even now it was in abeyance 
and the children were still attending 
unsanitary schools. There was the 
same thing with regard to the school 
attendance problem. Never at any period, 
not even under the moderate rule of the 
esteemed Mr., Diggle, had school accom- 
modation fallen so low. So it was with 
regard to providing teachers for schools, 
All sorts of shortcomings arose and the 
work could not be conducted properly, 
The President of the Board of Educa- 
tion received a deputation recently 
from the London Liberal Federation 
which had passed a resolution, with 
only sixteen dissentients, in favour of 
an ad hoc authority for London. The 
Metropolitan Radical Association also, 
with a single dissentient, agreed that the 
working of this system had so broken 
down that they must ask for an ad hoe 
authority for London. The President 
of the Board of Education, when he 
received that deputation said—and he 
repeated it on Wednesday night—that 
he thought the time would come shortly 
when a directly elected council for the 
education of London would be requested, 
and he had no doubt that when that 
request was made the Government 
would be prepared to do something 
by which it would be obtained; that 
directly this board was asked for the 
Government would be found ready to 
meet the wishes of the London County 
Council. He had the greatest pleasure 
possible in seconding the Amendment. 
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New clause :— 


“On and after the appointed day, the pro- 
perty, powers, rights, and liabilities of the 
London County Council in relation to educa- 
tion and of the education committee of the 
London County Council shall be transferred to 
a new body, to be called the Education Board 
for London. 


‘©The Education Board for London shall be 
a body corporate, and shall consist of one 
member for each electoral division of the 
administrative county of London (with the ex- 
ception of the city of London, which shall 
return two members), elected on the same 
franchise and for the same period as county 
councillors, and woinen shall be eligible for 
election. 


‘‘ The first election of the Education Board 
for London shall take place at the same time 
as the election of the London County Council 
in the year one thousand nine hundred and 
seven, unless the Board of Education shall 
appoint some other day for such election. 
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“The ‘appointed day’ shall be the first day 
of April, one thousand nine hundred and seven, 
or such other day, earlier or later, bnt atter | 
the election of the Education Board for Lon- | 
don, as the Board of Education may appoint.” 
—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 





Brought up and read the first time. 


Question proposed, ‘That the clause 
be now read a second time.” | 


Mr. BIRRELL said that two such con- 
summate Parliamentarians as his hon. 
friends who had moved and seconded the 
Motion would quite understand how 
impossible at this stage of the Report and 
under closure it was for him to accept 
such a clause, which would destroy the 
London County Council as an education 
authority. That was quite out of the 
question, and therefore he hoped that no 
remarks made would have so wounded | 
the amour propre of his hon. friends as to | 
induce them to reply. It was desirable | 
to get on with Amendments, of which 
there were many to be disposed of after | 
the new clauses were got rid of. He had | 
always said that it was his belief that the | 
task imposed on the London County | 
Council to superintend the teaching of | 
750,000 or 800,000 children was a task | 
beyond their power. Sooner or later 
this would be recognised and then the 
Council would ask the assistance of | 
Parliament to enable a transfer to other 
shoulders of this vast problem. When 
that time came he felt satisfied that no 
Government would refuse to consider 
that claim, but it was not possible now. | 


*Sir EDWIN CORNWALL (Bethnal | 
Green, N.E.) said he quite agreed that it | 
was not necessary at this stage to debate 
this question. It was only fair, however, 
to the London County Council to say | 
that the statements and charges made 
against the Council during this discussion | 
and on many previous occasions in the 
House as to the way it had carried out | 
its duties with regard to Education had | 
no foundation in fact. Those who knew | 
what was being done, and what had been 
done for education in London were 
rather tired of hearing it said over and | 
over again by the hon. Member for 
North Camberwell that the education of 
London had got into the hands of officials ; 
that the London County Council had 
failed in the task imposed upon them. | 
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Those statements had no foundation in 
fact. There might be and no doubt 
we e many reasons for the education of 
London being carried on by a separate 


authority, but neither of those charges 
_mentioned was one of them. He denied 
|the allegations of the 
|for North Camberwell that the London 
|County Council were unable to bear the 


hon. Member 


| burden cast on them by the Act of 1902. 


As to the suggestion that Mr. Sidney 


| Webb sat alone in committee carrying 
/on the werk of the Council, it was, of 
| course, absurd. 


There were rules and 
standing orders governing the proceed- 


ings of the London County Counzil like 


all other public bodies, and unless there 
a proper quorum present as 


neither Mr. Sidney Webb nor anyone else 
could act alone in committee. The figures 


| showed that there were no less than 5,585 
/ attendances in one year which had been 


devoted to education by the London 


| County Council and that 738 committees 


had sat, which gave an average of 
seven members for every committee. 
Those who desired a separate educa- 
tion authority for London should 
advocate it honestly and not attack 
County Council in this 


Council were not able to bear the 
burden cast upon them. It might be 
the opinion of some that the work of 
the London County Council lay in other 
municipal directions, but if it was in the 
opinion of this House desirable that they 
should be responsible for the education 
of London they were quite able to 
undertake it. The London County Coun- 
cil, in spite of what the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell had said, had dealt 
with the non-provided schools in an 
exemplary manner. It had satisfied 
London and the Board of Education, 
and had not given offence to the non- 
provided school owners. When the 
hon. Member referred to the survey, 
he might tell the House that it was 
only now that the County Council 
was putting on pressure. Those non- 
provided school owners who meant to 
carry on their schools would, he had no 
doubt, put their schools in order during 
the coming recess, and the Board of 
Education would be the first to come 


down on those who did not. The 
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attacks which had been made on the 
London County Council were absolutely 
unfounded. There was a driving power 
behind those who wanted to discredit 
the London County Council. The Presi- 
dent of the Board of Education had 
been lending a willing ear on this and on 
other occasions to people who attacked 


the London County Council. It was 
somebody’s duty to stand up and 
tell the House that these attacks 


upon the Council were perfectly un- 
justifiable. He did not say there might 
not be arguments for taking away 
education from the London County 
Council, but they were not the argu- 
ments which hon. Gentlemen behind 
him were ready to urge. Let them urge 
some other reason, 
say that the London County Council had 
failed in that respect. 
as his hon friend the Member for S.W. 
Bethnal Green that women should be en- 


gaged in the work of education, and the | 
| had 


County Council had brought women into 
that work. It was one of those duties for 
which they were fitted, but in order to 
get their assistance it was not necessary 
to have an ad hoc authority. Let them 
be on the County Council; he strongly 
advocated that. The hon. Member for 
North Camberwell said they were the 
only committee that had not admitted the 
Press to its meetings, 
County Council had never delegated 
their powers.as an education authority 
to a committee. In the Report of the 
Select Committee of this House on the 
question of underfed school children, 
the chairman of the education committee 
of the London County Council was de- 


but let them not | 


. | 
He was as anxious | 


but the London | 
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scribed as the chairman of the London | 


education authority. It was the London 
County Council w ho was the local educa- | 
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and with the full knowledge that the 
work would be done thoroughly and well. 


Mr. BIRRELL said that as no earthly 
good could come out of this discussion and 
the Government could not accept the 
clause, he hoped they might be allowed 
to come to a decision on it without further 
loss of time. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN said he had great 
sympathy with the Amendment. He was 
not sure that he agreed with all the 
arguments of the hon. mover, but he 
certainly agreed that the administration 
of education by the London County 
Council had not been so successful as 
that of the London School Board. He 


spoke very frankly on this subject, 
because he was one who thought it 


would be a good thing to transfer educa- 
tion from the school board to the County 
Council. He did not know the County 
Council then as he did now, and he 
changed his views. One would 
think from the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down that 
the County Council entered upon these 
duties with the whole-hearted intention 
of administering the Act of 1902 to the 
best of their ability. The remarks of 
a distinguished member of the County 
Council at that time would show that 
that was not the case. The hon. Member 
for North St. Pancras in 1903 said that the 
County Council had had placed upon it 
against its wishes the administration of 
the Education Act, and that he did not 
conceal from himself that the adminis- 
tration of that Act furnished the gravest 
possible danger the Progressive Party 
had ever had to pass through, but that 
so far as they were responsible for the 
|administration of the Act, they did not 


tion authority, and it had never delegated | intend that it should break up the 


its power. Whatever might be the reasons | Progressive Party. 


for hon. Members urging the setting up of 
a separate authority for education in 
London he was prepared to prove that 
their case, so far as it was based upon the 
failure of the London County Council to 
carry out the work, was absolutely un- 
justified. The Council had never asked 


for this work to be put on it, but having | 


been entrusted with those duties it had 
carried them out. If the House desired 
to leave the County Council in charge of 


Sir Edwin Cornwall. 





It was perfectly 
clear that the Act had not broken 
up that Party, but he did contend that 
the way they had administered the 
Act of 1903 had broken up education 
in London. Nobody who had had ex- 
perience of the two bodies could have 
failed to discover the enormous increase 
of officialism under the present system 
as compared with the old school board. 
The hon. Member for North-East Bethnal 


Green had quoted the large number of 
education it could do so with confidence, | attendances of the education committee. 
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but it did not in the least follow that 
they were therefore carrying on education | 
in London well. What he would have | 
liked to have heard the hon. Member | 
quote was the number of times they | 
had been to see the schools for which | 
they were responsible. He heard com- 
plaints all round, and he believed they | 
were justified, that there was not that 
sympathetic touch between the members 
of the education committee and the 
schools which existed between the | 
members of the school board and the 
schools. One of the greatest mistakes | 
that the London County Council had com- 
mitted was that they had not delegated 
enough of their powers to the education 
committee. The hon. Member for North- | 
East Bethnal Green had spoken of that | 
as if it were a feather in their cap. | 
He had also referred with indignation | 
to the fact that the chairman 
of the education committee had been 
called the chairman of the local educa- 
tion authority. He only wished the 
gentleman in question had been in 
that independent position, because he 
would have been able to do a great 
deal more education work for London. 
Another very serious objection to the 
manner in which education in London 
was administered was the exclusion | 
of the Press from the education debates. 
He had no complaint against the educa- 
tion committee, but he complained 
of the way in which their work had been 
hampered by the Council. 


Sir EDWIN CORNWALL: They 
are the education authority. 

*Mr. BRIDGEMAN said they did 
not do their work properly because 
they did not delegate enough of their 
powers to the education committee. 
Therefore he had great sympathy with 
the Amendment, and thought it dealt 
with a matter which required the serious 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL asked leave to. 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Question put, and negatived. | 
| 
*Mr. SPEAKER said the remaining 

clauses on the Paper were out of order. 
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| authority ’ stand part of the clause,’” 


/of the Bill, 


Manchester Bill. 830 


Amendment proposed — 


‘ In page 1, line 26, to leave out the word 
‘may, and to insert the words ‘ appear to.’” 
—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question, “* That the word ‘ may 
| part of the clause” 


* stand 
put, and negatived. 


Proposed words inserted. 


Amendment proposed — 


“Tn page 1, line 27, to leave out ‘by the 
autaority.’ —(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question, “That the words ‘by the 


put, 
and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In paze 1, line 27, after the word ‘authority,” 
to insert the words ‘subject to the right of 
the owner of a schoolhouse which is not held 
under any charitable trust himself to carry 
out, if he wishes it, any alterations or improve- 
ments so required, and to recover from the 
local education authority any expenses which, 
in the opinion of the authority, or in case of 
dispute, in the opinion of the Be ard of Edue val 
tion, are reasonably incurred for the purpose.’ 

—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question “ That those words be there 
inserted” put, and agreed to. 
“ That 
consideration 
be now ad- 


Birrell) —put, and 


Motion made, 
further 


and Question, 
proceedings on 
as amended, 


(Mr. 


journed ” — 
agreed to. 


Bill, as amended, to be further con- 
sidered To-morrow. 


RUTHERGLEN BURGH ORDER CON: 
FIRMATION BILL [By OrpDER]. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


DEANERY OF MANCHESTER BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Emmott (Oldham) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1 :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
~ That the clause stand part ofjthe Bill.’ 
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*Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton) in moving to omit the clause, said that 
if the information he had received was 
correct, before provision was made for 
ornate services in the Church the money 
rendered available should be applied for 
stipends to the clergy who were needed to 
minister to the suffering poor of Man- 
chester. It was a sorry fact that not one 
of the Members for Manchester—all of 
whom were Radicals—had risen to ex- 
plain, criticise, or support the Bill. Their 
indifference was another proof that they 
and the Government were treating the 
Church in Manchester in the same brutal 
irreligious way that they were treating 
the Church in the country under the 
Education Bill. 


Lorp TURNOUR (Sussex, Horsham) : 
Are we to have no Answer to the hon. 
Member for Hoxton ? 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY submitted that 
he was entitled to some reply from a 
Member of the Government. He did 
not expect the Prime Minister, after 
his labours to-day, to be in his place, 
hut someone amongst the array of Mini- 
sters sitting on the front Ministerial 
Bench ought to know something about 
this Bill. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY or THE TREASURY (Mr. GEorGE 
WHITELEY, Yorkshire, W.R., Pudsey) 
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stated that, on the Second Reading, the 
Prime Minister entered into all the 
details of the Bill. If hon. Members would 
provide themselves with copies of the Bill 
they would find all the details set out 
in a memorandum which was twice if 
not three times as long as the Bill 
itself. This Bill was not desired by the 
Government. It was introduced at the 
request of the Dean and Chapter of 
Manchester. 


Lorp TURNOUR, remarking upon 
the want of explanation of the Bill and 
upon the absence of the Law Officers of 
the Crown, moved to report progress. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
‘That the Chairman do report progress, 
and ask leave to sit again.” 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
suggested that, as hon. Members opposite 
did not want the Bill and the Govern- 
ment did not desire it, it should be 
dropped and the Deanery of Manchester 
left te look after itself. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY said the 
Bill was necessary before the new Dean 
of Manchester could be installed. 


Question put, 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 49; 
Noes, 307 (Division List No. 246.) 


AYES. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold- Forster, RtHnHughO. 
Keach, HnMichael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn.Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig,Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 


Fletcher, J. S. 


Hills, J. W. 





Craik, Sir Henry 

Dalrymple, Viscount 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Faber,Capt. W.V. (Hants, W. ) 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W. F.(BurySEdm’ds 


Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Liddell, Henry 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington) 
Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
Roberts,S.(Sheftield, Ecclesall) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, F.E. (Liverpool, Walton 
Starkey, John R. 

Thornton, Percy M. 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Claude Hay and Vis- 
count Turnour. 





NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N. E.) 
Acland, Francis Dvke 
Agnew, George William 


Alden, Perey 


Ainsworth, Jolin Stirling 


Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 


| Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch | Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
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Astbury, John Meir 
Atherlev-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Beale, W. P. 

Reaumont, Hubert(Eastbourne 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, W.(Tw’rHamlets,St.Geo. 

serridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford 
Rethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, ArthurW. (Bedfordshire) 
Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Bramsdon, T. A. 

sranch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce,Rt.Hn. James( Aberdeen 
Bryce, J.A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Burke, > Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hon.Sydney Chas. 
Byles, William Pollard 
Causton, Rt.Hn. Richard Knight | 
Chance, Frederick William 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Clarke, C. Goddard 
Cleland, J. W. 
Clough, W. 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G, J. 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, C.H. (Sussex, E.Grinstd 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cox, Harold 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 
Crossley, William J. 
Cullinan, J. 
Davies, David(Montgomery Co. 
Lavies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh,S.) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras, N. 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 
Duffy, William J. 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness | 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) | 
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Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 


| Elibank, Master of 


Ellis, Rt. Hn. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fereusson, R. C. 
French, Peter 
Field, William 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, John Michael F. 

a rton, Hugh 

Gardner,Col. Alan(Hereford, S. 
Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert John 
Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood. G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Grove, Archibald 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Hammond, John 

Hardy, George A A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsw orth, Cecil B. (Wore’r. 
Hart- Davies, T. 
Harvey, A. G. ¢. 
Harwood, George 
Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Munro 


(Rochdale) 


| Hazleton, Richard 

| Hedges, A. Paget 

| Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
| Henry, Charles S. 


Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon. S) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobart, Sir Robert 


| Hogan, Michael 
| Holland, Sir William Henry 


Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(SomersetN. 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Hudson, Walter 


| Hyde, Clarendon 


Nlingworth, Perey H. 


| Jackson, R. S. 


Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,Sir D.Brynmor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kekewich, Sir George 


| Kelley, George D. 


Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, ( aptain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford ) 
Lamb, Edmund G.(Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 


Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
2F 
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Ensue, Sietesaghit Socrates 
Lehmann, R. € 

Lever, A.Levy (Essex, Harwick) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 

Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
M Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘kKean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

M Laren, H. D. (Staftord, W.) 
M:Micking, Major G. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza- 
Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.( Done’ str.) 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, 'T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, Philip 

O’ Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Hare, Patrick 

O’ Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson,Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Pearson, W.H.M.(Suffolk,Eye 
Philipps, Col. Ivor (S’hampton) 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.1.B.(Deadcore, Ey 


Radford, G. H. 
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Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rendall, Athelstan 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson,SirG.Scott( Bradford 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day , 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 

Scott, Sir 8S. (Marylebone, W.) 
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Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth,Thomas F. (Leitrim,S. ) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. 8. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ. 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury) 
Thompson, J.W.H.(Somerset, E 
Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Cal 


(Lrelund) hill. 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, J. (Stoke upon Trent) 
Ward, W. Dudley(Southamptn 
Wardle, George J. 

Wason, Jn. Cathcart (Orkney) 
Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J.D. (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williamson, A. 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W.T. (Westhoughton 
Winfrev, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Wortley. Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
| Yoxall, James Henry 
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Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 


Verney, F. W. 


Jauses agreed to. 


Bill reported without Amendment. 
Read a third time and passed. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Bill as amended by the Standing Com- 
mittee considered. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, 8.) moved 
anew clause requiring that architects, sur- 
veyors, engineers, or clerks of works, 
for the purposcs of the Labourers Acts, 
should have sufficient knowledge for 
such employment. He said the object 
of the clause was to enable district 
councils to obtain qualified architects 
and others. It was believed that this 
would be of advantage to the district 
councils who had to put the Act in force, 


and that it would enable them to save | 


money. He did not desire to press the 
Amendment strongly, but he thought 
it his duty to lay it before them. 


New clause— 

“Every person whom a district council 
propose to employ as architect, engineer, 
surveyor, or clerk of works for the purposes of 
the Labourers Acts shall satisfy the Local 
Government Board that he has sufficient 


Ure, Alexander 


Wallace, Robert 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

' Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, $.) | 


— FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Whiteley anc Mr. J. A, 


Pease. 


| knowledge and experience for such employ. 
| ment.”—(Mr. Bryce.) 

| . 
| Brought up and read the first time. 

| Motion made and Question proposed, 
'“ That the clause be now read a second 
| time.” 

| Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said that personally he did not like the 
clause, and did not know why the Chief 
| Secretary proposed it; but rather than 
‘oceupy time he was willing to accept 
lit if the right hon. Gentleman was satis- 
ified that it would be of advantage to 
the district councils. He recognised 
that, unless they got the Bill through 
the Committee stage, and also got the 
Third Reading to-night, it would be im- 
possible to get it through the House of 
Lords before the adjournment of the 
House for the holidays. It would be a 
misfortune to hang up the matter until 
the autumn session. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid) 
said that personally he liked the clause , 
and on behalf of the labourers he wel- 
comed it. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) said 
that he also, on behalf of the labourers, 











Luabou rears 


welcomed the clause. He hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would stand by it. 
The Leader of the Nationalist Party 
appeared, to think the clause unim- 
portant. It might seem at first glance 
that it would add to the cost of build- 
ings, but he believed it would have the 
very opposite effect. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause added to the Bill. 


Mr. O’SHEE (Waterford, W.) moved 
a new clause to provide that there should 
be no limitation of the size of parcels of 
land allotted to agricultural labourers 
if the land was acquired by agreements. 
He said this clause raised an important 
question. Hitherto the scope of the 
Labourers Acts had been confined 
wholly to the house and a holding not 
exceeding an acre in extent. By 
Section 2 of the Land Act of 1903 labourers 
had been enabled to obtain small hold- 
ings. The clause now proposed raised 
the question whether a labourer or a 
labourer’s son might get a small 
holding of land which would enable 
him to live in the country. A great 
many labourers had had to leave Ire- 
land in the past to find employment in 
Great Britain, America, or elsewhere. 
He was glad to think that the impor- 
tance of the question of small holdings 
was beginning to be realised in this 
country. If it was important here it 
was far more so in Ireland where there 
were fewer manufactures and indus- 
tries. If the labourers were to be re- 
tained in the country they must get 
employment on land of their own by 
being provided with small holdings. 
[t would be impossible for every labourer 
n the country to get a small holding; 
yut_ as many as possible should be en- 
abled to do so. This clause would come 
properly as a subsection of Clause 5 
which enabled a district council to ob- 
tain land by agreement. He had given 
notice of another new clause to extend 
the powers of district councils to acquire 
land which might be purchased by 
labourers where no land was available 
in connection with the sale of an estate 
under Section 2 of the Land Act of 1903. 
It was important that labourers should 
obtain small holdings. Under the Act 
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of 1903 labourers could only obtain small 
holdings where an estate was for sale ; 
but he wanted an extension of the powers 
and he hoped the Government would 
accept his Amendment in some shape 
or form in order to provide all agricultural 
labourers with these small holdings. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork,N.) seconded. 


New clause— 


“ No limitation as to the area of the parcel 
of land which may be allotted toan agricultural 
labourer as defined by the Labourers Acts 
shall apply in the case of land acquired by a 
district council by agreement subject to the 
approval of the Local Government Board.”— 
(Mr. O'Shee.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) 
said he was opposed to the Amendment 
because he thought it was directly 
opposed to all the existing Labourers 
Acts. The object of those Acts was to 
provide sanitary and suitable cottages 
with gardens surrounding them for the 
agricultural labourers instead of their 
present turf and mud cottages. The 
Amendment, however, proposed to turn 
the labourers into small farmers on un- 
economic holdings. He insisted that 
they would be travelling outside the scope 
of the Labourers Acts if they proceeded 
to raise the status of the labourers into 
that of farmers. If that was desired it 


/ ought to be carried out by means of a 


new Land Bill. Another point was that 
if the labourer got more land than would 
provide him and his family with the 
necessaries of life, it would become more 
and more difficult for the surrounding 
farmers to get a supply of labourers in 
harvest and at other critical times in 
working a large holding. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY or 
THE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.) said that the Govern- 
ment could not accept the Amend- 
ment. The financial resolution had 
already been passed, and to extend the 
scope of the Bill would increase the 
amount of the Exchequer grant to a large 
and uncertain extent, and would also 
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increase the interest on the amount of 
money to be borrowed. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. O'SHEE said that his next 
Amendment referred to the Labour Com- 
missioner being empowered to exercise 
the powers of the Local Government 
Board. He pointed out that in the 
past the labourers had been unable to 
approach the Local Government Board 
except by writing a letter. The usual 


course adopted was to refer that 
letter to the district council, with the 
result that the labourers got very 
little satisfaction in regard to their 


complaints. He wanted some individual 
to be made responsible for this Depart- 
ment. As a matter of fact, he believed 
there was such an officer but that he was 
unknown to the labourers. The Govern- 
ment ought not to object to the Amend- 
ment, because it did not propose to 
appoint any new officer or to create a 
new salary. 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN 
the Amendment. 
he oat ar ed hy 


seconded 
He thought the object 
the Bill would be 
aliovether unattainable unless there was 
a special officer with special experience 
set apart to exercise the powers of the 
Local Government Board. The present 
inspectors were a very mixed crowd. A 
number of them were obstructionists to 
any labourers scheme, and others had 
had no experience in the matter at all. 
There was no one especially responsible 
for carrying out the Labourers Acts, and 
so their operation dragged on. What 
was wanted was the appointment of a 
Commissioner who would cut through all 
sorts of red tape; and this demand had 
always been made by the labourers’ 
organisations themselves. He was quite 
convinced that unless a special Depart- 
ment with special responsibility were 
created to see that the details of the Act 
were carried out there would be discon- 
tent and a feeling of injustice in the 
minds of the labourers of Ireland. 


New clause— 

“The powers and duties of the Local 
Government Board shall be exercised by 
an officer of the Board who shall be 

Mr McKenna. 
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described as the Labour Commissioner.” 


—(Mr, O’Shee.) 
Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. BRYCE sympathised with the 
desire of the hon. Member who had just 
sat down for extension in regard to the 
administration of this Act, and he thought 
it would be very convenient that the 
work to be done under the Bill should 
be concentrated in one Depactment. 
This, however, was not at present com- 
patible with Departmental arrangements, 
The hon. Member who moved the clause 
did not wish to have a_ separate 
Department, and he thought that his 
object would be secured by _ his 
having pressed upon the Irish Office 
the necessity of concentration, As soon 
as the Department was started they 
would consider the matter. He must 
not be taken as giving a positive pledge. 
He thought, however, the Amendment 
was inconsistent with the scope of the 
Bill, but he would consult with the 
hon. Members who moved and seconded 
the clause and would consider the matter 
with every desire to see that the Bill was 
properly carried out. He hoped under 
the circumstances the Amendment would 
not be pressed. 


Mr. J. REDMOND said he _ took 
it that the right hon. Gentleman 


wished them to understand that this 
Amendment was not necessary to enable 
him to constitute a new department 
of the Land Commission for this work, 
and that when he had had more experience 
he would consider whether that could 
not be done. Although they should 
prefer to have the matter settled there 
and then, still he hoped that under the 
circumstances the Amendment would not 
be pressed. 


Mr. O’SHEE said he was satisfied 
with the assurance of the right hon. 
Gentleman that he would look into 
the matter, and therefore he would 
withdraw his new clause. 


Motion and clause, by leave, with: 
drawn. 
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Mr. FLYNN moved to insert a clause 
imposing a limit of time of one month for 
executing schemes. He argued that 
cheapness and expedition of procedure 
were necessary, and therefore he moved 
this proposition, 


New clause :— 


“In section 8 of the Act of 1891 which 
limits the time within which the sanitary 
authority shall take steps for carrying an im- 
provement scheme into execution ‘one month ’ | 
shall be substituted for ‘three months.’”—(1/7. | 
Flynn.) 





Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, | 
“ That this clause be read a second time.” | 

Mr. BRYCE said they were all in| 
favour of carrying out. the Bill with | 
expedition, but he did not think it desir- | 
able to put in this clause, because it | 
might be impossible to carry out a/| 
scheme in a fixed period. He thought 
it was more a matter to be dealt with by | 
tules, and they proposed at the end of 
the Bill to take power for the Local 
Government Board to make rules which 
would deal with all matters of this kind. 
He thought a proposal of that kind 
would have the advantage of elasticity 
and would enable any mistake to be | 
rectified by a subsequent rule. That | 
he thought would be better than a 
fixed term. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.) moved a new clause in regard to | 
the aplication of the Act to improve- | 
ment schemes originated, but pending. 
rage 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid.) 
seconded, and trusted that the hon. { 
Gentleman would see that it was a 
matter of justice to district councils 
that these schemes should be brought 
within the provisions of the Act. 


New Clause— 


“This Act shall apply so far as possible in 
accordance with the rules and adaptations to be 
made under the Act to all improvement schemes 
originated but not completed before the date 
when this Act comes into operation.”—(Mr. 
Kendal O’Brien.) 





Brought up, and read the first time. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed: 
“That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Mr. BRYCE said he did not see that 
there need be any difficulty with regard 
to money in regard to schemes originated 
but not completed before the date when 
the Act came into operation, because any 
scheme which came into effect would do 


'so under the new money arrangements, 


and there was every desire on the part of 
the Treasury to make the new benefits 


‘available as Jargely as possible to any 
'new scheme. 


He believed that where 
any scheme had not gone to the length 


>| of assent having been given to the report 
'and the completion of the inquiry it 


would be conducted under the procedure 
of this Bill. Where it had gone further 
there would be a provision as to appeal ; 
therefore the Act would not deprive 
people of the right of appeal, and he did 
not think the proposed new clause was 
needed. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. HALPIN (Clare, W.) moved a 
new clause, giving labourers who are 
the tenants of rural district councils a 
right to turbary. The hon. Member said 
he represented every labourer in West 
Clare, and he had a perfect knowledge 
of their requirements. Many of these 
men only earned Is. 6d in two days, and 
this Amendment would be of great 
importance to them. They worked 
where there was 
plenty of turf and if the right hon. Gen- 
tleman assented to this proposal he would 
have done one of the most important 
Acts to assist the labourers in his district 
and other districts. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
seconded the Amendment, and expressed 
the hope that the Chief Secretary would 
give his closest attention to this matter of 
turbary, which most closely affected 
the people in many districts. He 
affirmed that the labourers were entitled 
to exercise the right of turbary. 


New Clause— 

* An agricultural labourer who is tenant to 
a district council of a cottage and plot or of an 
allotment under the Labourers’ Acts shall be 
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deemed for purposes of turbary to be an 
occupier of land on the estate of which the 
plot or allotment formed part prior to its acquisi- 
tion by the district council.” —Mr. Halpin. 


Labourers 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘* That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. BRYCE said that the desire of the 
agricultural labourers of Ireland to be 
furnished with fuel was one with which 
the Government quite sympathised, and 
which they recognised was urgent. He 
had no hesitation in accepting the 
proposed new clause. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time and added 
to the Bill. 


Mr. LUNDON moved a new clause for 
providing for the Amendment of the 
48 and 49 Vic., c. 77. He said he would 
be content with merely moving his pro- 
posed new clause. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, W.) 
seconded, and was proceeding to 
argue in favour of the proposed new 
clause when—— 


Mr. BRYCE interrupted, and said he 
would be glad to save time by stating 
at once that he accepted the clause. 


New clause— 


“The second proviso in Section six- 
teen of the Act of 1885 shall be and 
the same is hereby repealed.” —(Mr. 


Lundon.) 
Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Clause be read a second time,” 
put, and agreed to. 


The clause was read a second time 
and added to the Bill. 


Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN said this 
was one of the most important clauses 
that could be incorporated in the Bill. 
Under the Labourers Acts at present no 
labourer’s cottage could he built except 
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, beside a public road. A public road in 


Ireland was a road formerly maintained 
by the Grand Jury and now by the 
county council. There were, all over Ire- 
land, roads not maintained by the county 
council which led, in many instances, to 
great farms over which the public had 
practically a right of way, and they had 
the absurd spectacle of sites being fixed 
and cottages erected on small farms while 
farms of far greater extent were, on this 
account, allowed to go scot free. He 
thought, in common justice, that what 
was accessible to the farmers should also 
be accessible to the labourers. He would 
give two or three examples from his own 
locality, but a similar state of things 
obtains all over Ireland. The whole 
electoral division of Kilmore in the Cashel 
Union was so situated that it did not 
touch a public road anywhere, A river 
ran from end to end on one side of it, 
It was formerly the property of the Earl 
of Normanton, but was purchased 
by the tenants eighteen or nineteeen 


years ago. It contained about 2,000 
acres and on account of this absurd 


rule not a single cottage could be built 
on all that land. One farmer, a Mr. 
Thompson, held 300 acres, and because 
two roads, a couple of hundred yards in 
length, abutting on the public roads at 
each side of his farm were private roads, 
he was exempt. In the electoral division 
of Emly, Tipperary Union, one of these 
roads, called boreens in Ireland, led to 
seventeen farms which were also exempt. 
In the electoral division of Ballygriftin, 
also in Tipperary Union, there were four 
farms averaging 600 acres accessible by 
one of these roads, on which no cottage 
could be built, though there was in the 
same division a cottage on a nineteen 
acre farm because it happened to touch a 
public road. He knew personally that 
many of these farmers holding large farms 
strongly desired to have cottages erected 
upon them and would gladly give constant 
employment to the labourers occupy- 
ing the cottages; therefore, he strongly 
urged, in view of the further successful 
working of the Act, that this clause 
should be inserted in the Bill. Otherwise 
it could never give complete satisfaction. 


Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid.) 
seconded the Amendment, which he said 
was necessary, if even-handed justice 
was to be dealt out all round. ‘It was 
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only reasonable that farms which were | to an intolerable nuisance to the farmers 
now exempt because they were a little! of the land. The right hon. and learned 
remote from public roads, should be | Gentleman had not considered that when 
made to bear cottages on the land equally he accepted the clause in the form 
with those which adjoined the public | suggested by himself, because it would 
roads. include an ordinary footpath from one 
farmer’s field to another, which was only 

New clause to be added— used perhaps when he wanted to go to a 
“The words ‘ public road’ in Section three of | place of worship. The Amendment was 
the Act of 1886 shall be deemed to include any | far too generous. It should be confined 


road or passage over which a public or private | +. riohts of wav over which carts ; 
right of way exists.’—(Mr. Kendal O’Brien.) | hitincanainen ag ay st which carts and 
| horses passed. 


(Ireland) Bill. 846 


Brought up, and read the first time. | 
Se ay oe ee ee Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) hoped 


the Government would not be persuaded 
“That the clause b> read asecond time.” PY the right hon. Gentleman in this matter. 
| It must be remembered that these re- 

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL _ ror’ Sstrictions did not exist in the Act of 1883, 
IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool, Ex- | and were only put in three years later in 
change) said the Government were able the Bill of 1886—a Bill which was got 
to accept the principle of the Amend- | through the House with great difficulty. 
ment. They appreciated what had been | And then it must be remembered that 
said. Every one acquainted with Ireland | the guardians were men who would wish 
knew there were lanes existing which | to stand well with the farmers, and there- 
were suitable for the erection of labourers | fore they were hardly likely to select the 
cottages in. The Government were pro- | inconvenient spots suggested by the hon. 
pared to accept the principle of the | Gentleman. In the second place, if they 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


Amendment in the following form— 


“ Notwithstanding anything in Section three 
of the Labourers (Ireland) Act, 1886, the lands 
for the purposes of this scheme may be selected 
if they immediately adjoin or are accessible 
from a road or Jane over which a public or 
private right of way exists.” 


Captain CRAIG pointed out that the | 


| did, there was the inspector of the Local 
| Government Board who would not allow 
‘it. He thought this was a most 

important Amendment, and hoped the 
| Government would not be persuaded not 


| to accept it. 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, §.) 





Amendment suggested by the right hon. | ventured to suggest to the Chief Secretary 
and learned Gentleman would enable a | that the Opposition were not treated quite 
cottage to be built in a lane which was | fairly by the right hon. and learned Gentle- 
really only a footway. | man’s moving an Amendment of this kind. 
| The hon. and learned Member for North 

Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL (Dublin Uni-| Louth had endeavoured te show that 
versity) said he thought the right hon. and | the objections of his hon. friend were not 
learnedGentleman had hardly appreciated | substantial because the case he put 
the effect of his suggested Amendment. | would not arise. Then why give the 
If there was a right of way suitable for | extended terms? Everyone admitted that 
carts as well as people he would have no | the restrictions of the present Act were 
objection whatever to labourers cottages | too narrow, and they were quite prepared 
being placed in the vicinity of that right | to accept an Amendment which would 
of way. But, as everybody acquainted | limit the erection of cottages to the public 
with Ireland knew, there were many highways. But as the right hon. and 
private rights of way which consisted of learned Gentleman, the late Attorney- 
a footway which had gates across them | General, had pointed out,this Amendment 
in order to prevent cattle straying, and would permit the building of cottages not 
when anybody exercised the right of way only on public roads but on private foot- 
here was an obligation to keep the gates paths. He thought some consideration 
closed when they had passed through ought to be shewn to those who re- 
them. To have cottages in a right of way | presented the minority, and that a far- 
of that kind would in many cases amount ! reaching Amendment of this kind should 
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not be introduced at this stage without 
some safeguards. Having regard to the 
period of the session, and the fact alluded 
to by the hon. Member for Waterford that 
this Bill could only pass into law if passed 
very rapidly through both Houses, the 
Chief Secretary would admit that it 
was not fair to introduce a new principle 
at this stage. 





REDMOND denied that 
it was a new principle. It had, he 
said, beei on the Paper for days and 
the Government had accepted it with 
safeguards. The fears of the right hon. 
Gentleman were quite groundless, be- 
cause no schemes could be put into 
operation except with the approval of 


Mr. JOHN 


the Local Government Board of Ire- 
land. That was surely — safeguard 
enough. 

Mr. BRYCE said that nothing was 


further from the wishes of the Govern- 


|cottages. 
| 
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House. He was glad to hear the ad- 
mission of the right hon. Gentleman 


that there was room for some Amend- 
ment of the law, and that there ought 
to be some places beside the public road- 
sides available for the erection of labourers 
The Amendment of his right 
hon. and learned friend proposed to limit 
the clause to the case ofalane. What the 
Government had done was not to spring 
something new upon the House, but to 
take an Amendment which had been down 
for a long time and safeguard it in the 
way proposed by his right hon. friend. 
When they added to that safeguard the 
fact that the inspector of the Local 
Government Board would look at the 
place and know all the circumstances, 
including the objections which anyone 
could bring before him, surely there was 
no risk, 


Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 239; 





ment than to create surprise in the 
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Abraham, William (Cork,N. E.) 
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Clough, W. 
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Cooper, G. J 

Craig, Herbert 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Timoth 
Delany, 


Duckworth, 
Duffy, William 


Boland, John 

3oulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) Kdwards, Fran 
Branch, James Elibank, Master of 
Brodie, H. C. Ellis, Rt. Hon. 


Brooke, Stopford Essex, R. W 
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Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
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Chance, Frederick William 
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Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 


Mr Walter Long. 


F french, Peter 
Field, William 


Findlay, 
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Clancy, John Joseph 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 

C ondon, a Joseph 
Corbett CH(Sussex,E.Grinst’d) | 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
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Crossley, William J. 


Duncan, C.( Barrow-in-Furness) | 


John Edward 


Fenwick, Charles 
Fiennes, Hon. E 
Alexander 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, John Michael¥F. 


| Fullerton, Hugh 
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Dobson, Thomas W. 
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| Hazleton, Richard 
| Healy, Timothy Michael 
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| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
| Jowett, F. W. 

| Joyce, Michael 
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Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
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Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
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Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
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Mr. CHERRY moved to amend the 
new Clause in the manner he had pro- 
Their object in drafting the 
clause was to provide for the very 
objection which the right hon. Gentleman 


posed. 


opposite had made. 


Amendment proposed in the proposed 


new clause— 
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‘over’ in line 2 
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Wardle, George J. 

Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 
Watt, H. Anderson 

Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifaa) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wilkie, Alexander 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W. 'T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M'Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
Starkey, John R. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.b. (Stuart- 


TELLERS FOR THR NoES— 
Viscount Valentia and Mar- 
quess of Hamilton. 


“To leave out the words down to the word 


of the clause in order to insert 


the following words ‘ notwithstanding anything 
in Section 3 of the Labourers Ireland Act,1886, 
lands for the purpose of this scheme may be 
selected if they immediately adjoin or are 
accessible from a road or lane.’” —(Mr. Cherry.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
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Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL’ said that so 
long as the words s‘ood in the form pro- 
posed by the right hon. Gentleman it 
would be open toa district council to put 
labourers cottages upon a laneway which 
was not wide enough even to admit a 
donkey car, but only wide enough to per- 
mit persons passing to and fro on foot. 
It was said that there was sufficient 
protection in the fact that the Local 
Government inspector would not pass 
anything like that. All he could 
say was that he had known schemes 
sanctioned by these inspectors which 
had resulted in the grossest persecution 
of individuals, and which had to be 
put right on appeal to a judicial 
tribunal. He failed to see why this 
matter should not be expressed in 
language which made it plain that 
Parliament did not sanction the putting 
up of a labourer’s cottage adjoining a 
laneway not suitable for ordinary 
vehicular traffic. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said the right 
hon. Gentleman stated that he had 
known cases of the grossest persecution 
resulting from the passing of these 
schemes. 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL: I said they 
had passed the inspector. 
re 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said there was 
an appeal from the inspector, and how 
was the right hon. Gentleman to know 
that cases of the grossest persecution 
had arisen when they had never been 
passed at all ? 


Mer. JAMES CAMPBELL said what 
he stated was that the argument that 
there would be protection in the inspection 
of the Local Government Board official 
was refuted by the fact that in the past 
the Local Government Board. officials 
had, over and over again, sanctioned 
schemes which had been upset by the 
Privy Council on account of their unfair- 
ness. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that was not 
what the right hon. Gentleman had said, 
but was it worth while dwelling on that 
point ? The Amendment of the Govern- 
ment was a most reasonable one, and 
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there was no difficulty whatever in the 
matter; 


Question put, and negatived. 
Propos:d words inserted. 
Clause, as amended, added to the Bill. 


Mr: HALPIN moved the following 
clause 

“The inspector appointed by the Local 
Government Board to hold the inquiry as to 
the propriety of confirming an improvement 
scheme, or some other person appointed by the 
Local Government Board, shall, during such 
inguiry and in the same place, forthwith 
proceed to decide on the amount of compen- 
sation to which he may consider the claimant 
to be entitled in each case in manner provided 
by the second schedule to The Housing of The 
Working Classes Act, 1890, and make his 
award as soon as conveniently may be.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND seconded, 
and hoped the Chief Secretary would 
Tecognise that the clause would greatly 
facilitate and hasten the working of 
the Act. He understood that when his 
hon, friend mentioned the matter in 
Committee upstairs, the Government 
consented to consider it favourably. 





New clause :— 


“The inspector appointed by the Local 
Government Board to hold the inquiry as to 
the propriety of confirming an improvement 
scheme, or some other person appointed by the 
Local Government Board, shall, during such 
inquiry and in the same place, forthwith pro- 
ceed to decide on the amount of compensation 
to which he may consider the claimant to be 
entitled in each case in manner provided by 
the»Second Schedule to The Housing of the 
Working Classes Act, 1890, and make his 
award as soon as conveniently may be.”— 
(Mr. Halpin.) 


Brought and read the first 


time. 


up, 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“ That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. BRYCE said he had promised to 
consider the subject, but the result at 
which he had arrived was not favourable 
to the clause. In the first place, the 
inspector was not a person who possessed 
the knowledge necessary for the purpose 
mentioned in the proposed clause. The 
other suggestion made by the hon. 
Member was that the arbitrator should 
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set to work conjointly with the inspector. 
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He desired to consider whether that 
could be done because it was suggested 
that it would lead to a shortening and 
quickening of procedure, but it was 
apparent that there would be cases 
in which the inspector would not be 
able to give his decision immediately. 
Until it became certain whether there 
would be an appeal from the inspector’s 
decision it would be no use setting the 
arbitrator to work, because, if he awarded 
a price and afterwards it was decided 
that the plots were not to be taken 
at all, the costs incurred in arbitration 
would be thrown away. The Govern- 
ment desired that the proceedings 
should be taken as quickly as possible 
and that the arbitration should follow 
rapidly on the inspection; but he did 
not think this Amendment would at all 
give that result. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
at all events remove the present class of 
arbitrators who were dealing with the 
Irish Labourers Acts, who were land 
agents opposed both to the farmers 
and to the labourers. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would bear in 
mind the remarks of his hon. friend who 
had just sat down. The present issue, 
however, was whether the inquiry and 
the arbitration as to the compensation 
were to be simultaneous. As the right 
hon. Gentleman thought it was im- 
practicable, perhaps he would see that 
regulations were made by the Local 
Government Board that the arbitration 
should be held immediately after the 
inquiry by the Local Government Board 
inspector. The chief object of his hon. 
friend in moving this new clause was to 
prevent the additional delay and the 
additional expense of the two inquiries, 
but if the two inquiries were necessary 
it would be some satisfaction if there 
were regulations insisting on the second 
inquiry following immediately the con- 
clusion of the first. 


Mr. BRYCE said they proposed to 
take powers for the Local Government 
Board to frame rules, and he would 
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certainly bear in mind the suggestion 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested that the 
words “may with the consent of the 
parties ” be inserted in place of “ shall.” 


Mr. JAMES CAMPBELL said it was 
quite unnecessary, because if the parties 
consented they did not want arbitration. 


Question put, and negatived. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said the proposed 
clause (‘‘ Extension of powers of district 
councils to acquire land.”) standing in 
the name of the hon. Member for West 
Waterford was out of order because it 
proposed to spend money out of public 
funds. 


Mr. O’SHEE said the clause only 
dealt with a case where land was not 
available in a particular locality under 
Section 2. Why should the labourers 
of one district be kept out of the opera- 
tions of the section altogether ? 


Mr. McKENNA said without dis- 
puting the merits of the case put for- 
ward by the hon. Gentleman he must 
point out that he was proposing to 
make a charge upon the Treasury. 


Mr. O’SHEE said he was quite pre- 
pared to add the words “ provided no 
charge was made on the ratepayers.” 
This proposal was simply to enable 
district councils to acquire land by agree- 
ment. None of the compulsory pro- 
visions of the Labourers Acts would 
apply in this case. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
clause of the hon. Member is in order. 
It really goes beyond the scope of this 
Bill. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.) moved a 
new clause to provide that a rural 
district council might employ skilled 
workmen directly at the standard 
rate of wages prevailing in the district 
for the erection of labourers cottages. 
At present it was optional for district 
councils to have the work on the roads 
done by contract or by direct labour. 
It had been proved that the work 
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was done better and cheaper by direct 
labour. He thought that a_ better 
case could be made out for direct labour 
in connection with the buildings of 
cottages. In some cases contracts for 
the erection of cottages were undertaken 
by farmers in order that they might 
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be able to meet rent charges, and being , 


unable to carry out the work properly 
the buildings were inferior even to those 
erected by the worst jerry-builder. This 
clause would leave it optional to the 
district council to contract or employ 
direct labour. 


Mr. SHEEHAN in seconding the 
Motion, said this was a reasonable clause, 
which would be in the interest both 
of economy and efficiency. 


New clause— 


“That, in order to secure economy and 
efficiency in the administration ofthe Labourers 
Acts, a rural district council may make pro- 
vision for the erection of any or all of the 
cottages included in an improvement scheme 
by their engineer or other qualified officer 
directly employing skilled workmen at the 
standard rate of wages prevailing in the 
district.” —(Mr. Crean.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 
Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a_ second 


time.” 


Mr. BRYCE said he saw no objection 


Government 
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council, which such council has declined to 
follow, hear evidence in reference to such 
representation, and, if satisfied, shall direct 
such representation to be complied with.” 


The object which the hon. Member had in 
view would be better attained by the 
Amendment he now proposed, and he hope 
it would be accepted. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 20, after the word ‘inter- 
ested, to insert the words ‘including any 
agricultural labourers by whom er on whose 
behalf representations have been imade.’”— 


(Mr. Bryce.) 


Question, ‘‘ That those words be there 
inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
» put, £ 


Mr. BRYCE moved to leave out from 
the word “ schemes” in line 25, to the 
end of line 32. The Amendment was 
intended to get rid of the difficulty which 
had arisen on Clause 6 of certain limiting 
words. He had made inquiry at the 
Local Government Board, and he found 
that it was quite impossible to make speci- 
fic provisions with regard to time with- 
out the greatest possible inconvenience 
and risk of the whole thing falling through 
owing to the time not proving adequate 
to the case. The Attorney-General for 
Ireland had given notice of an Amend- 
ment which provided that the Local 
Board should make rules 
with a view to expedition and fixing 


the period during which the proceedings 


to this new clause, but it was entirely | 


unnecessary. He believed that some of 
the district councils were employing their 
own workmen. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. BRYCE moved to insert in Clause 6 
the words—‘ Including any agricultural 
labourers by whom or on whose behalf 
representations have been made.” He 
explained that the object of the Amend- 
ment was to meet the case which the 
hon. Member for Cork County (Mid) 
wished to provide for in the following 
Amendment, of which he had given 
notice— 

“The inspector appointed to hold the 
inquiry as to the propriety of confirming an 
improvement scheme, shall, on the application 


of a labourer who has made, or on whose behalf 
a representation has been made, to the district 


Mr. 


Crean, 


should take place. He assured the 
Committee that the Local Government 
Board would make rules to provide that 
the work should be done in the shortest 


possible time. 


Amendment proposed 


“Tn page 2, line 25, to leave out from the 
word ‘schemes’ to end of line 32.”—(Mr. 
Bryce.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he re- 
gretted that the right hon. Gentleman was 
not prepared to stand by the decision of 
the Committee. The Amendment stand- 
ing in the name of the Attorney-General 
for Ireland went some distance to meet 
them and to provide that the Local 
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(iovernment Board should make regu- 
lations fixing the period during which 
the inquiries should be held. In the 
citcumstances he was not prepared to 
insist on going further. 


vo) 
dud 


Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, 8.) said 
he assumed it was implied that the charges 
which were made against the Local 
Government Board were withdrawn. 


Mr. FLAVIN 
made the charges / 


(Kerry, N.): Who 


Mr. WALTER LONG: 


rrade abundantly. 


They were 


Mr. FLAVIN: They were made 
by the right hon, and learned Gentleman 
the Member for Trinity College. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Words omitted. 


Mr. CAMPBELL said the Labourers 
Acts had been in operation — since 
1886. The scheme of operation had 
been this: A representation was made 
by the district council, and the 
Local Government Board sent down 
one of their inspectors, who held 


a local inquiry. The Local Govern- 
ment Board either accepted or re- 
jected the scheme. If they accepted 
the scheme it was open to any person 
aggrieved to lodge an appeal by way 
of petition to the Privy Council in 
Dublin. It could not be denied that 
during the last twenty years scores of 
schemes which the Local Government 
Board had sanctioned were the result 
of deliberate political spite or persecu- 
tion. j‘*No.”} These were not a few 
isolated cases. There were scores of such 
There had been a great many 
schemes which had been approved not 
merely by the Local Government 
Board inspector, but also by the 
Local Government Board, which when 
they came to be investigated by 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council it was found had been put 
in force for the purpose of persecut- 
ing farmers who were obnoxious to 


cases. 


others in the vicinity. A_ typical 
case had occurred within the last 
three weeks. It came _ before the 
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Lord Chancellor and Justice Holmes. 
An inspector had approved and the 
Local Government Board had ratified 
a scheme by which the district council 
proposed to place in a holding a labourer 
who had been the ringleader in remorse- 
lessly boycotting a farmer for five years. 
That was done in direct pursuance of 
this policy of boycotting. 


An IRISH MEMBER: Was it not 
the case that the costs were too expensive 
for the labourers to appear in the courts ? 


Mr. CAMPBELL said that the facts 
were proved, and the Court of Appeal 
declared that the main and direct object 
of the scheme was not the benefit of the 
labourers but the punishment of the 
farmers. The right of appeal was en- 
tirely swept away under this Bill. He 
did not complain of the removal of the 
appeal from the Privy Council to another 
tribunal, because at present the process 
was expensive, and witnesses had to be 
brought from the remotest parts of 
Treland to Dublin, where the Court always 
sat, and counsel had to be employed. 
He would like to know what the justifica- 
tion was for depriving these farmers of a 
right to appeal to a judicial tribunal. 
He asked the House to remember that in 
all these cases the scheme had already 
received the sanction of the Local 
Government Board inspector and of the 
Local Government Board itself. This 
Bill proposed to make the Local Govern- 
ment Board the absolute masters of the 
situation. Was that fair? The mem- 
bers of the Local Government Board 
were not lawyers and had no judicial 


training ; and it was not even proposed 
that they should have the parties 


aggrieved before them to state their case. 
The only thing proposed was that if any- 
one objected to a scheme the Local 
Government Board were to consider it ; 
and unless an objection was taken to the 
scheme, the finding of the inspector was 
to be absolute. He maintained that that 
was a most unjust provision, and that it 
deprived citizens of the protection of their 
rights of property—a protection afforded 
in any other civilised country. He 
suggested last year, as he did now, that 
the appeal should go to a Judge of 
Assize, which would lessen the cost. An 
appeal to the Local Government Board 
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would be illusory, because it would be an 
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He ad- 


appeal from their own inspector to mitted the very great importance of the 


themselves. The avowed intention of | question. 
the proposal was that the Local Govern- | 


ment Board should be, through the 
Chief Secretary, subject to an attack in 
Parliament ; but he ventured to sug- 
gest that a body which was to be 
entrusted with the highly responsible 
judicial task of investigating 
appeals should not be exposed to attacks 
in Parliament. 
moment to introduce any provision 


He did not want for a 


these | 


The right of appeal of 
course involved very considerable cost, 
but the dominant motive which weighed 
with the Government, and which he 
hoped would weigh with the House, 
was the question of expedition in the 
settlement of these questions. They 
really must have a cheap tribunal, and 


| with that view they had decided to do 


| 


which would unnecessarily delay the | 


operation of the Labourers Act when it 
became law, but he wanted to intro- 


dace considerations of justice and fair | 


play. The Allotments Act in England 


had never been used for the persecution | 


of individuals; but it had been proved 
that the Labourers Acts in Ireland 
had been used in many cases for pur- 
poses of persecution. [An Irish MeEm- 
BER: Not one per cent.] But if 
even only one per cent., that one indi- 
vidual should be protected, and the 
very object of the right of appeal was 
to protect him. As to the cost of an 
appeal to a Judge of Assize, the county 


would not suffer, because the judge would | 


have a power to award the costs of 
parties according to the ordinary prin- 
ciples of the Courts of Law. He begged 
to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘**In page 3, line 16, to insert, at the end, the | 


* Any! person interested who has presented 
a petition which has not been withdrawn may 
appeal from the decision of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, confirming the order, to the judge 
of assize for the county in which it is pro- 
posed that house accommodation shall be pro- 
vided or land taken compulsorily. The judge 
of assize shall hear the appeal and determine 


confirm the order with or without amendment 


away with the appeal to the Privy 
Council. The question of an appeal 
to a Judge of Assize had also been under 
consideration, but after long delibera- 
tion that proposal was put aside because 
it would involve great delay, inasmuch 
as the Judge of Assize would only sit 
in March and July. That in itself was 
a very serious objection; but in the 
next place, it had been the invariable 
practice when an appeal case was 
brought before a Judge of Assize, for 
counsel to be retained at a large cost, 
and witnesses had also to be brought 
from a distance. The expenses involved, 
therefore, would hang round the 
necks of the labourers as a dead 
weight, and therefore the Govern- 
ment had come to the decision that 
the appeal should be only to the Local 
yovernment Board. These considera- 
tions appeared to them to be decisive. 
He did not in the least accept the 
statement of the hon. Gentleman that 
the machinery of these Acts was habitu- 
ally used for the purposes of oppression. 


Mr. CAMPBELL said he had never 


'used the expression ‘ habitually.” He 


| had said it was very often used. 


or disallow the same, and may award costs to | 
be paid by or to any of the parties to the ap- | 


peal. Rules of Court regulating the practice, 


procedure, and costs, applicable to appeal un- | 


der this section, and prescribing the time 
within wnich an appeal may be brought may 
be made by the authority having power to 
make rules of Court for the 
Court.’”—(Mr. Campbell.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. BRYCE said he hoped the House | 


would allow him to state the views of 
Mr, Campbell, 


Supreme | 


Mr. BRYCE: The right hon. Gentle- 


all questions arising thereon, and may either | Man said it was so in scores of cases. 


Mr. CAMPBELL: I adhere to that. 


Mr. BRYCE thought that was an 
exaggeration. There was nothing to 
prevent the Local Government Board 
from hearing persons and doing justice 
between them. They would, he was 


certain, do justice in this matter. The 
| English Local Government Board 


had acted in a similar manner under 
the Allctments Act, and no objection 
had been taken to their action, and he 
did not see why any objection should 
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be taken to the action of the Local 
(tovernment Board under the present 
Act. For himself he thought the pro- 
posals of the Bill were better than 
those of the Amendment. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) 
thought that the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman was most unsatisfactory, 
and that there was an absolute ground 
for an appeal. On the face of it, as the 
matter now stood, the Local Government 
Board would be called upon to act as a 
Court of Appeal from one of its own 
officials. What would happen when 
an appeal was brought up against the 
decision of one of its inspectors was 
that he would be asked what he had 
to say. He would reply that his report 
was a perfectly fair one, and then the 
Local Government Board would confirm 
his report. No one surely would contend 
for a moment that that was a rehearing 
of the case. It was true that the Judge 
of Assize sat three times a year, and 
although at present he had no power 
to hear appeals of this kind at the 
winter assizes, such a power could be 
given by Order in Council. This would 
give three occasions in the year, once 
every four months, in which these appeals 
could be heard. He did not think that 
ander such a system as that there would 
be unduedelay. The costs would not fall 
upon the rural district council but on the 
person bringing the appeal, and he 
submitted that the fact that the person 
who brought the appeal was liable for the 
costs would be a sufficient deterrent 
against people bringing frivolous appeals. 
There was no reason why they should fol- 
low the precedent set in the Allotments 
Act, and he maintained that a very 
strong case had been made in favour 
of some better and higher appeal than 
was provided for by the Bill. Unionist 
Members during the passing of the Bill 
through Committee and Report stage 
had done everything in their power to 
facilitate the passing of the measure. 
If they could not have the appeal which 
was proposed, why should there not be 
one to the county court judge ? 


*Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH (Fer- 
managh, N.) thought that there should 
be appeals from the decisions of the 
Local Government Board. If the de- 
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cisions of that body had always been 
right, how was it that in so many cases 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council had reversed the decisions of the 
Local Government Board? In one case 
the inspector regarded it only as a 
coincidence that all the cottages of a 
larger scheme were placed upon the 
land of those who belonged to one 
particular religious persuasion. The Local 
Government Board also regarded it as a 
mere coincidence, but when the matter 
was investigated by the Judicial Com- 
mittee they did not consider it as a co- 
incidence, and they only passed? about 
one half of the scheme for cottages 
sanctioned by the inspector of the 
Local Government Board and approved 
by that Board. He did not say that 
these schemes were always used as a 
method of oppression by district 
councils. There were cases in which 
they were used properly, but there were 
other cases in which a man was unfairly 
treated, and where some appeal should be 
given. The point which was of im- 
portance was not the question of £50 
eompensation or £60, but the fact that 
the erection of labourers cottages in a 
particular part of a demesne, pleasure 
ground, or farm might be ruinous or 
very injurious to the owner, and was 
often attempted for that very reason 
where the owner was unpopular. He 
thought that under these circumstances 
there should be an appeal from the 
Local Government Board in the re- 
view they passed upon the decisions 
of their own local inspector. He 
agreed that costs should be kept down, 
but they were in these cases eaceedingly 
trivial. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said there 
was a very strong feeling in regard 
to this question of appeal in many 
quarters, and it was unsatisfactory 
to find that no attempt was made to 
meet them. The Chief Secretary had 
admitted their claim to be reasonable, 
but he did not meet them at all, or say 
why he could not accept an appeal to a 
county court judge. The Allotments Act 
had no bearing upon the case, and no 
instances had been given in which in- 
justice had been inflicted. For instance, 
the Lord Chancellor and Mr. Justice 
Holmes had in one case arrived at the 
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view that the land was taken, not for 
the purpose of providing for the labourer, 
but fo: the purpose of injuring the farmer. 
He had the greatest respect for the Eng- 
lish and Irish Local Government Boards, 
but he thought there should bean appeal 
from their decisions when action was 
taken with a view of injuring a farmer. 
From his experience of the Labourers’ 
Acts he knew that grave injustice had 
again and again been perpetrated. 
In such cases there should be a Court of 
Appeal. If, on the other hand, injury 
was perpetrated against individuals the 
only protection that could be given to 
them was a proper Court of Appeal. He 
hoped his hon. friend would press his 
Amendment to a division, 


Mr. CHERRY said he was anxious 
to get on with the Bill, and he thought 
everything possible to be said on this 
Amendment had been said by his right 
hon. friend. Two proposals had been 
made. One was that there should be an 
appeal to the Summer Assizes. That 
was dealt with, and then it was suggested 
that appeals might be taken to the 
Winter Assizes. That would delay the 
appeals by about nine months. It must 
be remembered also that the Winter 
Assizes for the whole of Ulster were 
held in Belfast, and those for Munster 
were held in Cork, and that would neces- 
sitate people being brought from long 
distances. The Government had _pro- 
vided very carefully for all considerations. 
On every complaint made to the Local 
Government Board the Local Govern- 
ment Board were bound to hear the full 
report of the inspector and they were 
bound to receive any letter. The 
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officials were accessible, and if anyone 
came to Dublin to make complaint and 
was not seen by the Local Government 
Board officials, the Chief Secretary 
would soon hear of it in this House. 
Having heard all that had been said, if 
they thought there was anything in the 
made 


complaint they were’ em- 
powered to have a further local 
inquiry. There was nothing to prevent 


the matter being carried out fairly and 
equitably. The only disability which 
he saw was that complainants could not 
be heard by counsel. The Government 
had considered the matter very carefully 
andl they had come to the conclusion 
that the clause carried out the object 
they had in view better than it could be 
carried out by any other form of words, 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said they ought not 
to go to a division on this Amendment 
without reminding the Tory Party of their 
own record in this matter. In 1887, when 
the Tory Party were passing the Coercion 
Acts, and the Leader of the Opposition 
was the Chief Secretary, they promised an 
appeal in every case. In the Louis Beck 
case they surrendered their position, but 
since 1887 they had sent hundreds of men 
to prison without any appeal. Now, on 
the question of the taking of half 
an acre of land they wanted an appeal. 
For what purpose? To prevent the 
giving of a shelter to the most miserable 
creature on earth. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 25; Noes, 
221. (Division List No. 248.) 


AYES. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Banner, Jobn S. Harmood- 
Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
sridgeman, W. Clive 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthorpe, G. Lloyd 
Craig,CharlesCurtis(Antrim,S | 


Liddell, Henry 


Lonsdale, John 





Dalrymple, Viscount 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey,F. W,F.(BurySEdm’ds 


Long. Rt, H n. Walter(Dublin,S. 


Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


| Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
| Starkey, John R. 
Turnour, Viscount 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 


AYES— 
Viscount Valentia and 


Marquess of Hamilton. 


| LA hl ~ 
| TELLERS FOR THE 
Brownlee | 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 


| Armitage, R. 


Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 


| Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 


Astbury, John Meir 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey(Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
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Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Beale, W. P. 
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Delany, William 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 

Daffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James,Christopher 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Wugh 

(rardner,Col. Alan(Hereford,S. 
Grinnell, L. 

(rladstone, Rt. Hn. Hervert John 
(roddard, ‘Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B, 
Halpin, J. 

Hammond, John 


-Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 


Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 


-Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 


Haworth, Arthur A. 
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Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hedges, A. Paget 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon. 8S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horniman, Emslie John 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Jackson, R, S. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Lamb, EdmundG. (Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester} 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A .(Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hn. David 
Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 

Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, 8. 
M*Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘ Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Liren, H. D. (Statford, W.) 
Mantield, Harry (Northants) 
Mason,}A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morrell, Philip 

Murphy, Johu 

Murray, James 

Nicholis, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN. (Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.} 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, John*( Kildare, N.* 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Doherty, Philip 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8S.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Hare, Patrick 

O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John’ 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
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Paul, Herbert 


| Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 


Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Pearson, W. H. M.(Suffolk,Eye) 
Philipps,Col. Ivor (S’thampton) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford, E. 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rendall, Athelstan 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richardson, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Chas. H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, S. 

Rowlands, J, 


Russell, T. W. 


| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 

Scott, A. H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Symth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanley, Hn A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 


' Taylor, John W. (Durham) 


Thompson,J.WH. (Somerset, E. 
Ure, Alexander 

Walsh, Stephen 
Ward,W.Dudley(Southampt’n 
Wason, John Cathcart( Orkney) 
Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson,Henry J.(York, W. R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL moved to leave out 
Sub-section 9 of Clause 11, which enacted 
that in determining the amount of 
compensation payable to any person the 
arbitrator should not make any additional 
allowance in respect of the purchase being 
compulsory. He considered that a most 
unjust provision. The result of the 
operation of the Land Purchase Act was 
to convert tenants into owners, and they 
would be the persons to get compensa- 
tion under this clause. Why had the 
Government thought fit to depart from 
what had been the universal practice, 
that where a man was compelled to 
part with his property he was not 
merely given the actual market value, 
but ten per cent. in addition, because he 
was compelled to part with what he 
wanted to keep? This was the first 
time in his experience that it had been 
departed from. He was afraid the 
clause was introduced for the purpose 
of establishing a precedent, and it would 
be a very dangerous one. 


Amendment proposed— 


«Tn page 7, line 30, to leave out ‘ sub-section 
(9.).” ” 


i Noes, 23, 
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Question proposed, “That the sub- 
section proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Bill. 


Mr. BRYCE said the House might 
have supposed from the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman that the Govern- 
ment were proposing to abolish a most 
venerable law in Ireland. The 10 per 
cent compensation for compulsory sale 
had no legal foundation whatever. It 
was a mere custom which had grown 
up among surveyors and land valuers 
through property being taken by rail- 
way companies who could afford to pay 
the 10 per cent. There was no justifica- 
tion for it, and he was glad of an oppor- 
tunity of referring to the matter. He 
had no ulterior object i In the sub-section . 
He did not see why a man should be 
paid more than the true value of the 
land which was sold to these poor 
people. There was a very good pre- 
cedent for his proposal in the Local 
Government Act of 1894. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 


(Division List No. 249.) 
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AYES 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 
Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 
Asquith,Rt.Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beale, W. P. 
Beaumont.Hubert(East bourne 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bertram, Julius 
Billson, Alfred 
Black, ArthurW. .(Bedfordshire) 
Boulton, A. C, F. (Ramsey) 
Branch, James 
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Brooke, Stopford 
Bryce, Rt.Hn.James(Aberdeen 
Bryce,J.A.(Inverness Burghs) 
Burke, E Haviland- 
Buxton, Hn.SydneyCharles 


Clarke, C. God 
Cleland, J. W. 
Clough, W. 

Cobbold, Felix 


Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,C.H(Su 


Craig, Herbert 

Crean, Eugene 

Crossley, Willia 
Cullinan, J. 


Davies, 


Duckworth, Ja 
Duffy, William 


Elibank, Mast« 
Essex, R. W. 


Everett, R. Lac 
Farell, James 


Caldwell, James french, Peter 
Chance, Frederick William Field, William 
Cheetham, John Frederick Fiennes, Hon. F 


Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. Findlay, 


Claney, John Joseph 


Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
J.(Tynemouth) 


Timothy 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 
Delany, William 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 


Duncan, C.(Barrow-in-Furness) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 


Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 


Fenwick, Charles 


Alexan 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner,Col. Alan(Hereford,S. 
Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford* 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Hammond, John 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worc’r) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Hawerth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Healy, Timothy Michaes 
Hedges, A. Paget 
Henderson,Arthur (Durham) 
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Higham, John Sharp 
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Lewis, John Herbert 
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Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
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Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
M‘Hnugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
Mantield, Harry (Northants) 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
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Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Micklem, Nathaniel 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morrell, Philip 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Nicholls, George 
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Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 

6 ner, John S. Harmood- 
Beach, Hn.MichaelHugh Hicks 

idea W. Clive 

Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 

Carlile, E. Hildred 

Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 

Courthope, G. Loyd 


Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) | 
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O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Doherty, Philip 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O Hare, Patrick 

O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
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Parker, James (Halifax) 
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Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
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Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
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Seely, Major J. B. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smyth,ThomasF. (Leitrim, S. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 


Staaley, Hn.A.Lyulph(Chesh. } 
| Stewact-Smith, D. (Kendal) 


Priestley, W.E.B.(Bradford,E.) | 


Radford, G. H. 
Rainy, A. Holland 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rendall, Athelstan 
Renton, Major Leslie 
Richardson, A. 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, S. 
Rowlands, J. 
Russell, T. W. 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton underLyne 
Seaverns, J. H 


NOES. 


| Dalrymple, Viscount 


Fetherstonhaugh. Godfrey 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 


| Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm/’ds 


Liddell, Henry 


| Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Dublin, S.) 


Lonsdale, Jobn Brownlee 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


CAMPBELL proposed to insert { only get £70 compensation. 


Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 


| Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sullivan, Donal 


Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, E. 
Ure, Alexander 

Walsi, Stephen 
Ward, W. Dudley (S’thampton 
Wason, John Cathcart( Orkney) 
Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Paneras, S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley snd Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Starkey, John R. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Walrond, Hon Lionel 

Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 


TELLERS FOK THE NOES— 


Viscount Valentia and Mar- 
quess of Hamilton. 


Was that 


at the end of Clause 11 the words | fair or just? What he suggested was 


“unless the Court 


order.” 


as it stood was grossly unjust. 


shall 
He contended that the clause 


otherwise 


He | ever 


| that there should be 
| every case a man should not get what- 
cost he 


no rule that in 


incurred, but that the 


quite agreed that the cost of an appli- | Court should have power to increase 
cation should be kept down as much as| the cost from £10 wherever it thought 


possible, and therefore he agreed with 
that the cost of getting, 


the general rule 
say £100, 
a title to that £100, 
undergo an outlay of 


should not exceed £10. 
supposing the landlord, in order to make 
had actually to 
£30, then he would 


just. 


But 


2G 2 


If this were a Bill affecting pro- 
| perty rights in this country there was 
{not a Member of the House who would 
say that the proposition contained in 
the Bill was fair and just. 
it affected Irish landlords anything was 


But becaus» 








871 Labourers {COMMONS} (Ireland) Bill. 872 
good enough for them. He warned; they should have cheap money, and 
hon. Members who approached this he should like to take this opportunity 


subject in that spirit that their time 
might come. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 7, line 41, at end, to insert ‘ unless 
the Court shall otherwise order.’”—(J/r. 
Campbell). 


Question proposed: That those words 
be there added, 


Mr. CHERRY was sorry to say on 
behalf of the Government that he 
could not accept this Amendment. The 
amount paid for compensation under 
this Bill would not exceed as a general 
rule more than £50 in all for each plot 
of land taken. That would generally be 
divided between two or three persons. 
It would be very exceptional where 
the total compensation was more than 
£40 or £50, and surely in that case £10 
was enough for costs. In County Court 
procedure at present costs were strictly 
limited, and the County Court had no 
jurisdiction to increase them. In many 
cases the amount expended by a party 
was a great deal more, but they must 
take the average case. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendments proposed— 
“Tn page 8, line 15, to leave out ‘ October,’ 
and insert ‘ Maren.’ ”’—(Mr. Bryce). 


“In page 8. line 16, to leave out ‘six,’ and 
insert ‘ seven.’ ”—(Mr Bryce). 


Amendments agreed to. 


| of being able to deal with them. 


in the presence of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to acknowledge the way in 
which the right hon. Gentleman had 
met them on this point. Personally 
he had found the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer most sympathetic in the 
matter, and he could testify to the 


fact that so far as the future was 
concerned, the right hon. Gentle- 
man had _ conceded their demand 


practically to the full. He had made an 
arrangement whereby money would be 
lent for the purpose of the Labourers Acts 
on Land Purchase Act terms, namely, 3} 
per cent., including sinking fund, which 
would enormously facilitate the acquisi- 
tion of cottages. It was a very rare luxury 
for him to be able to congratulate the 
Treasury, although he ought to qualify 
the statement by saying that the con- 
gratulations were more due to the right 
hon. Gentleman personally, than to the 


Department. His Amendment was to 
extend the Land Act terms to past 
transactions. There were at present 
outstanding loans amounting to 


£2,600,000, and if no mitigation were 
given in the terms in respect to those 
loans, there would be this ludicrous 
fact, that those portions of the country 
which had shirked the Act, would get good 
terms, whereas those parts which had put 
the Act into operation would be mulcted. 
That was a state of things which was not 
fair. He thought the right hon. Gentle- 
man would find no difficulty in seeing 


that these loans were oppressive, and that 


he would be able to hold out some hope 


He 


/ moved the Amendment for the purpose 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND moved the | 
next Amendment in his name. He! 
had moved it in Committee, but with- | 
drew it on an undertaking by the | 
Secretary to the Treasury and the 
Chief Secretary that the Government 
would carefully consider the whole matter 
between then and the Report stage. | 
The working of the Labourers Acts | 
in Ireland had been retarded owing | 
to the high rate of interest charged | 
for loans, the rate having been as much | 
as 4} per cent., and amounting with | 
sinking fund in some cases to 6 per cent, | 
or more. The claim they made was that 
the interest should be reduced so that 


Mr, Campbells 


of enabling the right hon. Gentleman to 
make a statement on the matter. He 
knew the difficulties that liy in the 
right hon. Gentleman’s path. He under- 
stood that if the right hon. Gentleman 
himself proposed a similar Amendment 
it would be necessary to recommit the 
Bill. The recommittal of the Bill would 
most certainly mean that the measure 
could not be passed into law during this 
portion of the session. Possibly the 
right hon. Gentleman would be able 
to make a statement which would to some 
extent satisiy the representatives of 
Ireland. He might be able to promise 
next vear to deal with the Act of 1897 
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whereby the hands of the Treasury were | ment finance which this proposal in- 
tied in the matter of the extension of the | volved in regard to past loans. Nor 
time of repayment, and in the matter of | could he make, as he should otherwise 
interest. If he would give an assurance , have been glad to do, any substantive 
that he recognised the injustice it would | proposal of his own for the reason sug- 
go a long way to meet the view which | gested by the hon. and learned Gentle- 
they entertained. Hebeggedto move. | man, namely, that any such proposal 
/must involve recommittal of the Bill, 
not alto- 


if 





Amendment proposed— | 
“In page 9, line 37, at end, to add—‘(2) | 
Where any moneys borrowed before the passing 
of this Act for the purposes of the Labourers’ 
Acts are not repaid at the passing of this Act 
any rural district eouncil by which such moneys , 
are owing may borrow on the like security 
such amount as may be required for purpose 
of paying off such moneys in whole or in part. 
Advances for the purpose of this sub-section 
may be made by the Irish Land Commission 
to a rural district council out of the Irish 
Land Purchase Fund, as if the same were | 
required for the purchase of land by a tenant 
from a landlord under the said Act, and all 
such advances shall be repaid by an annuity 
in the same manner as if the rural district 
council to whom such an advance is niade were 
atenant purchasing land under the said Act.” | 
—(Mr. J. Redmond), | 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there added.” 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX-| 
CHEQUER (Mr. Asquitn, Fifeshire, E.) 
said it was as wiusual as it was gratifving | 
for the representative of the Treasury in | 


this House to receive any acknow- | 
ledgment from the Leader of the 


Irish Party. He was not sure that he 
should receive it except with a certain 
amount of trepidation, because some of | 
his friends on this side of the House | 
might think that he had been guilty of | 
an irregularity in the trusteeship which | 
he exercised on behalf of the community | 
at large. He was satisfied that the pro- | 
visions made in the Bill with regard to 
future loans were both financially sound 
and morally equitable, and he did not 
in the least degree recede from them. | 
He confessed that he had considerable 
sympathy with the case which the hon. 
and learned Gentleman put forward, 
but he could not possibly accept the 
Amendment under any circumstances 
for the reasons stated by the Secretary | 
of the Treasury when the Bill was in 
Committee. In the present state of the 
money market*he could not throw the 
additional charge on the Irish develop- | 





‘length and breadth of Ireland. 


and therefore imperil, 
gether destroy, the chance of its being 
carried as they all hoped it would be 
before the autumn recess. Let him say 
with regard to the general question, that 
while he acknowledged to the full the 
hardship which was imposed on local 
authorities in regard to past transactions 
through the high rate of interest they had 
to pay for these loans, the Government 


had in the eighteenth clause of the Bill 


made some substantial provision for 
dealing with the case. He wished it was 
in the power of the Treasury to relax the 
interest on the loans and to extend the 
duration of the term for their repayment, 
but in consequence of the statute to 


‘which the hon. Member had referred it 


was impossible for the Treasury to 
extend the term for the repayment of 
existing loans without increasing the 
rate of interest. He was prepared next 
session to bring in a measure amending 


the provisions of the Public Works Loans 


Act in a way which would enable the 
Treasury in future in regard to these and 
other loans, and also in regard to local 
loans generally, to adopt a more elastic 
procedure, and one more in harmony 
with the practical necessities of the 
case. If the hon. Gentleman was ready 
to accept that assurance he might be 
content to withdraw the Amendment. 


leave to 


J. REDMOND asked 
the Amendment. 


Mr. 


withdraw 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) moved 
to leave out Clause 18. He said 
he had no feeling of hostility to the 
Bill, and he yielded to no one in his 
desire to see a thoroughly satisfactory 
Labourers Act put on the statute-book 
and put in operation throughout the 
He 
believed the measure would go a grext way 
towards cheapening and simplifying the 
procedure which had to be gone through 
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in connection with the provision of 
Jabourers cottages, and it was because 
he believed that it was a reasonable 
ettempt to deal with the housing pro- 
blem in the rural districts that he desired 
to see removed from it what he regarded 
as the one blot on the Bill. It was a 
matter of extreme regret to him and his 
colleagues in the representation of Ulster 
that the Chief Secretary had been so ill- 
advised as to include in this proposal a 
clause which they could not help re- 
garding as a blow struck at the people 
whose interests they represented in 
this House. Under the apparently 
innocent guise of a new method of dis- 
tributing the Exchequer contribution, 
Clause 18 would rob Ulster of the greater 
part of its share of that fund which since 
1891 had been allocated every year for 
the building of labourers cottages in 
Treland. It was proposed to take this 
money from Ulster and give it to 
other parts of Ireland which in many 
ways had been much more generously 
treated than Ulster in the distribu- 
tion of public funds. The Government 
proposed to disturb the arrangement 
sanctioned by Parliament in 1891 and 
continued ever since, and he thought the 
House ought to have an opportunity of 
considering both the reasons put for- 
ward for this change and the arguments 
which might be stated in favour of the 
present method of distributing the fund. 
The contribution from the Exchequer 
amounted to £40,000 a year, of which 
£3,000 was set aside and paid to the 
principal municipal authorities in Ire- 
land. For the vear 1904-5 the residue 
amounted to about £36,811, and that 
was divided among the counties of Ire- 
land, “as nearly as may be in the pro- 
portion of the shares of the counties 
in the Irish Probate Duty Grant.” 
Under the scheme of distribution the 
counties of Ulster received in the vear 
1€04-5 a total of £12,408. The shares 
of the other provinces in the same year 
were as follows : Leinster £9,419, Munster 
£11,066, and Connaught £3,913. 


{COMMONS} 


The , 


Government now proposed to allocate | 


this fund “in proportion to the number 
of cottages provided before the com- 
mencement of this Act’; and he would 
invite the House to consider the change 
that would thus be made in the respective 
sums credited to the four provinces. 


Mr. Lon sdale. 


‘than that ? 
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Under this scheme the share of Ulster 
would be cut down from £12,408 to £2,500, 
representing a loss of £10,000 a vear: 
The share of Leinster on the other hand 
would be increased from £9,419 to £11,700, 
Munster also would get a larger share, 
namely, £15,200 instead of £11,066, 
while Connaught’s share would drop 
from £3,913 to about £600. Surely, 
in view of these figures, which he believed 
to be approximately correct, the House 
could not be surprised that this clause 
was very strongly objected to in Ulster. 
The effect of this withdrawal of £10,000 of 
public money from the Ulster counties 
must be to limit the possibilities of 
the labourers in those counties obtain- 
ing the cottages thev required. No 
good reason had yet been shown why 
the labourers of Ulster should be in 
this way penalised. Apart from the 
fact that the majority of them were 
Unionists—which he hoped was not a 
crime in the eves of hon. Members opposite 
—he knew of no reason whatever why 
these men should be unfairly treated 
in the way the Government proposed. 
Their need was as great as that of the 
labourers of Leinster or Munster; and 
he maintained that, as a class, they 
were deserving of at least equal considera- 
tion with those in the other parts of 


Ireland. The only reason that he had 
seen advanced for this change was 


that in some of the counties of Ulster the 
money hitherto allocated from this 
fund had remained unused. But he sub- 
mitted that was a most inadequate 
reason for withdrawing the money. 
If it were the fact that in some districts 
the local authorities had been slow 
to carry out the duty of providing 
labourers cottages, it was surely most 
unjust to punish the labourer. The 
proposal of the Government was simply 
to pile disability upon disability so far 
as the Jabourers of Ulster were concerned. 
In effect they said to the Ulster labourers, 
‘** Because your local authorities have 
failed to build vou cottages in the past, 
therefore we shall make it more difficult 
for you to obtain cottages in the future.” 
Could anything be more unjust or absurd 
Instead of stimulating the 
district councils to build more cottages 
for labourers, this Act, so far as 
Ulster was concerned, would actually 
discourage them. 
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This clause fixed the future distribution 
of the fund for all time. The new 
cottages which might be built under the 
Act would not count in the distribution 
of the grant. No matter how many 
cottages might be built in the future in 
Ulster, the share of the fund allotted to 
the province would not be increased by a 
single pound beyond the paltry sum at 
which it was fixed by this clause. His 
own county of Armagh would be hit very 
hard by this proposal. The county had 
hitherto been credited with about £1,000 
a year, but under this new scheme the 
amount which Armagh would get would 
be very little more than £100. The 
labourers of Armagh would therefore be 
placed in a most unfair position, and it 
was on their behalf that he ventured to 
express the hope that the House would 
not permit this injustice to be done. 
The omission of this clause would not 
affect the working of the rest of the Bill 
in any respect, and he appealed to the 
Government and to the House to consent 
to this Motion and thereby remove a 
just cause of resentment from the minds 
of the people of Ulster. He begged to 
move, 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said that in 
seconding the Motion of his hon. 
friend he wished to say that the re- 
presentatives of Ulster looked upon 
this clause as the most important 
in the Bill; and that if it was per- 
mitted to remain, the Bill would be of 
no use to the labourers whom they repre- 
sented in this House. In his own county 
of Antrim the Exchequer contribution from 
1896 up to the present had been £2,466 
per.annum. That was under an arrange- 
ment which was supposed to be final. 
It was unfair that that arrangement 
should now be disturbed. He might say 
that in other respects the Bill was a most 
admirable measure; but under its re- 
distribution proposals Antrim would 
only receive £466, that the 
county would lose £2,000 per annum. 
In other words, they would be de- 


so 


prived of the means of erecting 
twelve cottages in Antrim. It was 


said that the reason why th’s redue- 
tion was possible was that in the past, 
unfortunately, the Labourers Acts had 
not been put in force. [A NATIONALIST 
MemBeER: “§We all know that.) He 
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would not restrict his speech because 
of those unseemly interruptions. He had 
to admit that the reason why the 
Labourers Acts had not been put in opera- 
tion in Antrim and the adjoining counties 
could not be laid on the shoulders of 
the labourers but upon the shoulders of 
the rural district councils, which ac- 
cording to the hon. Member below the 
gangway, contiined all the intelligence 
of Ireland. [Ironical Nariona.tst cheers 
and laughter.] He should have very 
shortly to ask the Depety-Chairman 
to use his influence to stop these 
interruptions. 


Mr. DEPUTY-SPEAKER advised 
the hon. Member to take no notice of 
them. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG said that the 
point he had raised seemed to him tobe 
the crux of the whole Bill. By this clause 
the Chief Secretary was going to take 
away the very considerable advantages 
which, by law, belonged to Ulster. 
He maintained that it was unjust 
to place on the shoulders of the 
labourers the faults of the rural 
district councils, and that it was to 
a large extent due to the action of the 
political Home Rulers that the Labourers 
Acts had not been properly administered. 
The necessity for improved labourers 
cottages was as keenly felt in Ulster 
as in any other part of Ireland; and 
they were entitled to better treatment 
than they had received in the past. 
He contended, however, that Clause 18 
would be practically an injury to Ulster 
and he would rather not have the Bill at 
all if this clause was retained in it. What 
he suggested was that there should be a 
periodical redistribution of the Exchequer 
erant. He begged to second the 
Motion for the rejection of the clause. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 10, line 13, to leave out Clause 1s” 
—(Mr. Lonsdale.) 


Question provosed, “* That Clause 18 
xtand part of the Bill.’ 


Mr. BRYCE said he was not surprised 
that hon. Members from Ulster wished 
to leave out this clause, but in his opin*ou 
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it was necessary. In 1891 a large sum 
of money was allotted to different coun- 
ties in Ireland, but it was intended that 
this amount, some £37,000 a year, should 
be spent in supplying labourers cottages 
all over the land. Certain counties in 
Ireland had spent money, and there was 
in consequence a very heavy charge upon 
the rates, but other counties had not 
spent the money and therefore there was 
little, if any, charge upon the rates. 
The Government thought that this was 
a travesty of the intentions of the Act of 
1891, and by this section they proposed 
that having regard to all the cottages 
which had heretofore been built the money 
should be divided among the district 
councils in proportion to the cottages 


{COMMONS} 





they had built. Those district councils 
who had built the most cottages would 
get the most relief, which was believed 
to be the intention of the Act of 1891. | 
They thought this was a fair adjustment. 
Hon. Members spoke as if this was an 
attack upon the northern counties, but 
that was not so, as every district council 
would occupy the same relative position. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT said that Mem- 
bers from Ulster had cordially welcomed 
this Bill on the Second Reading as they 
believed it would provide relief to a long 
suffering class. Clause 18, however, which 
they hoped would have been omitted, not 
only destroyed that hope, but placed them 
back under the present Act in the 
position they were before the introduc- 
tion of the Bill. In county Down they 
had a grant of £2,026, which under 
this Bill would be reduced to £325, 
towards the building of labourers cot- 
tages. These were striking figures, and 
this Bill made their last state worse than 
their first. The clause thus made the 
Bill a sham Bill and one of spoliation 
and robbery. He must admit that in 
the Committee upstairs the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone had the courage 
to stand up and say that this clause 
would tell against the people of Ulster. 
The clause was a real injustice against 
his constituency. 





Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.) 
said it was quite true that in the Com- 
mittee upstairs he voted with the hon, 
Member and he intended to vote with 


Mr, Bryce. 
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him again. He did not, however, be- 
lieve that the Bill would be of no use 
or that it meant spoliation or robbery. 
Even if Clause 18 stood the labourers 
would have the benefit of a grant of 
cheap money. The rural district councils 
of Ulster, consisting of farmers, it was 
true, had resolutely refused to build 
cottages out of the rates and 
the result was that the amount 
receivable under the Acts had accumu- 
lated. It was because the ‘district 
councils had refused to carry out the 
law and to supply cottages for the 
labourers that this action of the Govern- 
ment had been taken, and it was because 
he denied the fairness of punishing the 
labourers for the; act of the district 
councils that he objected to the pro 
ceedings which it was now proposed te 
take. That was his, objection in Com: 
mittee} and it was his objection now. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said it appeared 
that they were to have the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone and the hon. 
Member for Mid. Armagh in the same 
lobby, and he asked whether it was 


not the fact that the last named 
hon. Member had built cottages and 
had made covenants in regard to 


them that they should not be occupied 
hy Papists. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.) said it was only fair that some re- 
lief should be given to those district 
councils whe had pledged their rates 
to the extent of a 1s. in the £ for this 
purpose as against those who had cone 
nothing, The: district council of South 
Antrim taxed themselves to the extent 
of 2d:. What these gentlemen wanted 
was: te have cottages built at ether 
people’s expense. 


Mr. LONSDALE: In answer to the 
hon. Member for North Louth, I may say 
there is not a word of truth in the state- 
ment that I built cottages in Mid. 
Armagh. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will the hon. 
Member say that in the cottages he 
has buili there is not such a clause 
as I have stated. 
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Mr. LONSDALE : 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I say there is. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This does not seem 


to me to be relevant. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Mr. Speaker, 
the hon. Member for North Louth has 
given my hon. friend the lie direct. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
me to be relevant. 


Mr. LONSDALE: 
allowed to ask the hon. 


withdraw his charge after I have stated | 


that it is not true. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 


cottages shall be 


Conservatives. 


only 
An HON. MEMBER: 
same thing ? 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 
it is. 


Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) 


not before intervened in this debate, but | 25. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Perey 

Allen, "A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Armitage, R. 

Astbury, John Meir 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of W ight) | 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Beale, W. P. 
Beaumont,Hubhert(Eastbourne | 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) | 
Billson, Alfred 

Black, ArthurW. (Bedfordshire 
Boland, John 

Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Branch, James 

Brodie, H. C. 


Brooke, Stopford 


Certainly not. 


It does not seem to 


May IT not 


What the hon. 
Member has done is to provide that his 
occupied 


Is that the} 


In Mid Armagh | 
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there were one or two statements that had 
been made from which he must dissoci- 
ate himself. The hon. Member for South 
Antrim had rightly stated that the 
district councils were to blame for not 
taking advantage of the Labourers Act 
and that for that the labourers 
were not to blame, but he went on to say 
that if Clause 18 were passed in its present 
form the Bill would be practically useless 
and he would rather not see it passed. 
That was where he (Mr. Sloan) drew the 
line. He quite agreed that Clause 18 
was unjust to Ulster, and against it he 
entered his protest. But in his opinion 
it was a great pity that this Bill should 
be | be made a political and religious question. 
Member to | It ought not to be. It was and ought to 
| be a question of the benefit of the labourer 
in Ireland, and while he disagreed with 
Clause 18 he should certainly regret to 
see the Bill destroyed or even mutilated 
against the interest of those who might not 
agree with him politically and religiously. 
|He hoped, although, with his hon. 
friends, he would register his protest in the- 
division lobby against Clause 18, the 
Cheif Secretary would be as willing to try 
| and meet the representations of Ulster as 
| he had been to try and meet the repre- 
| sentations of other districts of Ireland. 





by 





| 
| 


said he had 


AYES. 


Bryce,Rt.Hn.James (Aberdeen 
Bryce, J. A.(Inverness Burghs) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Buxton, Rt. Hn. Svdney Chas. 
Chance, Frederick William 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

| Clancy, John Joseph 

Clarke, C. Goddard 


| Clough, W.# 
| Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
| Cogan, Denis J 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,CH(Sussex, E.Grinst’d) 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crossley, William J. 

Cullinan. J. 

Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Delany, William 


The House divided :—Ayes, 203 ; 
(Division List No. 2 





Question put. 


Noes, 


250.) 


Dolan, C serge Joseph 
Duekworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness- 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. Join Edward 
Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace: 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gardner, Col. arate Ss. 
Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Hastert John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
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‘Gooch, George Peabody 
‘Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Halpin, J. 

Hammond, John 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worc’r} 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hedges, A. Paget 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan, Michael 

Horniman, Emslie John 
Hyde, Clarendon 

Jackson, R. 8. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A (Donegal, W.) 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

Lyell, Charles Henry 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Maclean, Donald 

Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeagh,Jeremiah (Down, S.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Beach, Hn.Michael HughHicks 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

€ourthope, G. Loyd 
Dalrymple, Viscount 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
4zibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 


Amendment proposed— 





| Hamilton, Marquess of 
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Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morrell, Philip 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, William (Cork) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, Philip 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Hare, Patrick 

O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

O’Shee, James John 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs., Leek) 
Pearson,Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Pearson, W.H.M. (Suffolk,Eve 
Philipps,Col.Ivor(Southampt’n 
Pickersgil!, Edward Hare 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Holland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Renton, Major Leslie 
Richardson, A. 





NOES. 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hervey,F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds. 
Liddell, Henry 

Long, Rt.Hn. Walter( Dublin,S. ) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 





| venient part 


‘In page 10, line 25, at end, to add the| to insert it. 
words ‘or by a son of any such labourer.’ ”— | 


| Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


{Mr. William O’Brien.) 


Mr. BRYCE said the 
had no objection to the Amendment, | 


{ 
Government | 


| ‘advances,’ 
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Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robinson, S. 

Rowlands, J. 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Scott,A.H. Ashton-under-Lyne 
Seaverns, J. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinelair. Rt. Hon. John 
Smyth, Thomas F.(Leitrim,S.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Stanley,Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Thom pson, J. W.H.(Somerset,E 
Ure, Alexander 

Walsh, Stephen 

Ward, W Dudley(Southampton 
Wason, John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood. Josiah C. 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, P. W. (St.Pancras, S. 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
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TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Starkey, John R. 

Turnouw, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart 


TELLERS FOR THE NOoOES— 


Mr. Charles Craig and Mr. 
T. L. Corbett. 


of the clause in which 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 10, line 30, to leave out the word 
and to insert the 


words ‘an 


but they considered it is not a con-| advance’ »—(Mr. Cherry.) 








pape 
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Question, ‘‘ That the word ‘advances’ 
standypart of the clause,” put, and 


' negatived. 
Proposed words inserted. 


Mr. O’SHEE moved an Amendment 
the object of which, he said, was to enable 
“any agricultural labourer whatever his 


position to acquire a piece of land. The | 


slause originally proposed to give a 
privileged position to a labourer who had 
urealy got a labourer’s cottage. The 
present suggestion of the Chief Secretary, 
however, proposed, not merely to deprive 
him of his privileged position, but to put 
him in a position of inferiority. His 
Amendment was simply to put all 
labourers on an equality in regard to 
obtaining a parcel of land. 


Mr. FLAVIN seconded. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 10, line 32, to leave out from the 
word ‘who’ to end of clause, and to insert 
the words ‘ resides on or in the neighbourhood 
of the estate.’ "—(Mr. O’Shee.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. CHERRY said the Government 
could not accept the Amendment in the 
form in which it had been moved. The 
Amendment standing in his name im- 
mediately afterwards would practically 
carry out the object of the hon. Gentle- 
Man, 


*\Irn. O’SHEE asked leave to withdraw | 


his Amendment on the understanding 

that he would move to omit the proviso 

at the end of the right hon. Gentleman’s 

Amendment, which excluded labourers in | 
the possession of cottages under the 
Labourers Act. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 10, line 33, to leave out from the | 
word ‘advance’ to end of clause, and to insert | 
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the words ‘resided on the estate or-in the 
neighbourhood thereof. Provided that any 
pre-existing tenancy under the Labourers 
Acts of the applicant for the advance shall be 
determined before the advance is made.’ ” 


(Mr. Cherry.) 


Question, “ That the words proposed to 
be left out stand part of the Bill,” put, 
and negatived. 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. WILLIAM O’BRIEN moved to 
add after “thereof” in line 2 of the 
Amendment the words “or by a son of 
any such labourer.” 


Mr. CHERRY accepted the Amend- 
ment to the Amendment, and said he 
would explain the object of the proposal. 
{MINISTERIAL cries of “ Agreed.” ] 


Lorp TURNOUR (Sussex, Horsham) 
said the House was in a somewhat extra- 
ordinary position. The Attorney-General 
for Ireland rose to explain his own 
Amendment but was shouted down by 
his own side, 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment agreed to. 


Mr. O’SHEE moved to omit all the 
words of the Amendment after “ thereof ” 
in line 2. He said the proviso would 
cause a good deal of frietion, because it 
would mean the absolute exclusion, 
unless they surrendered their cottage of 
all those persons who had cottages from 
getting a parcel of land when there was 
land available in the neighbourhood. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ thereof,’ to 
the end of the proposed Amendment.”—(Mr. 
O’ Shee.) 


Question, “That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the proposed 
the Bill,” put, and 
agreed to, 
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Words, as amended, inserted in the 


Bill. 


Amendments proposed— 


“Tn page 11, line 6, at end, to add ‘and the 
registration shall be made free from all rights 
and equities referred to in Sub-section 3 of 
Section 29 of that Act. (2) Where any land, 
the ownership of which is registered, is con- 
veyed to a district council for the purposes of 
the Labourers’ Acts the registration shall be 
made free from the said rights and equities.’ 
—(Mr. Cherry.) 


“In page 12, line 19, to leave out the words | 


‘in connection with,’ and to insert the word 
‘under.’ ”—(Mr. Cherry.) 
99 


me, 


“In page 12, line leave out ‘under the 
said Acts.’ —(Mr. Cherry.) 


“In page 12, line 29, after ‘1903, insert ‘as | 


amended by this Act.’?”—(Mr. Cherry.) 


“Tn page 12, line 30, leave ont from 


‘labourers’ to end of clause.”—(J/r. Cherry.) | 


Amendments agreed to. 


Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH moved 
an Amendment providing that the 


amount of the fees, etc., should be fixed 
by the Lord Chancellor, the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board in 
conjunction with the President of the 
Incorporated Law Society of Ireland. 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG seconded. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 12, line 33, to leave out from the 
word ‘ Acts,’ to the end of the sub-section, and 
insert the words ‘the Lord Chancellor, the 
Vice-President of the Local Government Board, 
and the President of the Incorporated Law 
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Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH said it 


was on the Paper in Committee. 


Mr. CHERRY said the hon. Gentleman 
| was not in the Committee to move it, but 
| it was fully discussed and almost univer- 


| sally rejected by the Committee. 


Amendment negatived. 


» | 


Amendments proposed— 
“ In page 12, line 34, to leave out the first 
|* may.’ ”—(Mr. Cherry.) 
| ‘In page 12, line 34, after the word ‘ things, 
| to insert the words ‘may, for the purpose of 
securing expedition, fix the periods within 
| which inquiries shall le held and improvement 
schemes dealt with and may.’ ”—(.Mr. Cherry.) 
“In page 12, line 36, after the word ‘con- 
| firmation,’ to insert the words ‘and carrying 
into execution.’ "—(Mr. O'Shaughnessy.) 


Amendments agreed to. 

| 
| Mr. T. L. CORBETT moved to 
add in line 24 of Clause 29 the words, 
|“ For the purposes of this Act the 
{term ‘labourer’ includes fishermen who 
| are employed in sailing vessels or steam 
_ trawlers, and artisans who are exclusively 
| employed by farmers or at work on farms.” 
| He said there was a large number of men 
'employed in sailing vessels and steam 
trawlers who were part fishermen and 
| part labourers, and who were working for 
‘very low wages and were entitled to 
| protection under this Bill. Then there 
' was a large number of artisans who did a 
| great amount of occasional work on farms 
and were entitled to the advantage of the 
| provisions of this Bill. 


Society of Ireland for the time being, ora member | 


of the council of that society to be nominated by | 
the said council, may make rules fixing the | 


amount of fees and providing for the taxation 
and payment of any costs to be received, 
allowed, or paid in relation to the confirmation 
of improvement schemes under the Labourers 
Acts. "—(Mr. Fetherstonhaugh.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. CHERRY said this was an 
Amendment which ought to be on the 
Notice Paper involving as it did a complete 
alteration in the scheme of the Bill. 


Another Amendment proposed to the 
| Bill— 

| “In page 13, line 24, at the end, to insert 
| the words, ‘For the purposes of this Act the 
term ‘labourer’ will include—(1) Fishermen, 
whether employed in sailing vessels or in steam 
trawlers ; (2) Artisans who are exclusively 
employed by farmers or on work on farms. — 
(Mr. 7. L. Corbett.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND hoped _ the 
Government would accept the Amend- 
i ment. 
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Mr. BRYCE said that, afterconsidering) Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.) 
the Amendment carefully, the Government) regretted very much that the Chief Secre- 
had come to the conclusion that the defini- | ta y could not include artisans. Another 
tion of “ labourer ” that already existed | class of person who ought to be included 
in the Acts was sufficiently large, and| was the man who lived in a farm :ouse 
that it was not desirabl+ to increase its| and did nothing but agricultural work. 
scope at present. These Acts were| 
passed for the benefit of agricultural) 
labourers and not fishermen, but if a| 
fsherman did any agricultural work he| 


Labourers 


Lorp TURNOUR said that, having 
regard to the fact that Members represent- 


yas entitled to come under the! ing Ireland on both sides of the gangway 
definition. | were in favour of this Amendment, the 
right hon. Gentleman would be well 
advis d to accept it, as it was in 
Mr. SLOAN: Does the definition! accordance with the whole spirit and 


man who does occasional! intention of the Bill. 


Mr. O’SHEE said the expression 
“Jabourer”’ should include every per- 
son who was engaged in manual work 





Mr. BRYCE said the definition which | 
was drawn from two sets of Acts meant | 


1 person who did agricultural work for! !°° hire or reward. He was sorry 
hire at any season of the year on the| that the right hon. Gentleman 
land of some other person and included | appeared to ignore the tact that 


during the passing of the Land Act of 
1903 they were told that the second 
definition which was read out was an 
including and not an excluding defini- 
tion. Unless some of the Amendments 
proposed in regard to this Bill were 
: | accepted tne labourers of Ireland would 
was to confer a boon upon a consider-| }e Jooking out for another Bill next year. 
ible number of people who were des- | The position of matters at present was 
ribed as Irish labourers, and at the, that in consequence of the interpretation 
close of the Bill the House was told| put on the definition in the Act of 1903 


that if certain people such as fishermen. theusands of labourers would be ex- 
were engaged for any portion of the! cluded from the benefits of the Labourers 


vear in agricultural work they would! acts in future. He thought the right 
; g g 


jand-loom weavers and fishermen doing! 
vricultural work. 


’Mre. WILLIAM RUTHE RFORD. 
Liverpool, West Derby) said this Bill 


ve able to obtain the benefits of the 





Act. It therefore followed that if a 
fisherman dug a potato he was to come 
inder the Act. If the Act was to be 
‘air and was to do any real good to the 
people it ought to be as wide as pos- 
ible in its application. It seemed to 
be very invidious that special benefits 
should be conferred on certain people 
while there were others just as entitled 
to be included who had been excluded. 
He trusted therefore that the Govern- 
ment would accept this very reasonable 
Amendment. 


Mr. HEEHAN said there was no 
question whatever that the definition at 
present included many labourers and 
artisans upon whom farmers depended. 


hon. Gentleman ought not to overlook 
| that point. 


| 
| Mr. CREAN said many of the labourers 


| were migrating from the country dis- 
| stricts to the cities and towns. He 
| hoped the Chief Secretary would accept 
this Amendment in order that these men 
might be kept on the land. 


Mr. BRYCE said he had no knowledge 
that there nad been any decision of 
the kind indicated by the hon. Gentle- 
man. The hon. Gentleman’s proposi- 
| tion was to bring in everybody. He 
| would remind the House that these 
| Acts were intended for the benefit of the 
agricultural labourers. They had been 











Labourers 


891 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland) Bill. 892 


so extended as to bring in everybody; could not depart from the decision he 
who had a proper qualification to be | had already come to. 


included in the benefits. 


Thev did not | 
want to bring in everybody merely 
because he was a labourer, whatever his | 


income. This was done at the expense | 


of the rates, and considering the ex- | 
treme latitude of the definition he | 137. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
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Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh F. 
Boland, John 
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Cogan, Denis J. 
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Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
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Black, A. W. (Bedfordshire) 
Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Branch, James 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Bryce, Rt. Hn. Jas. (Aberdeen) 
3ryce, J. A. (Inverress Burghs) 


Mr. Bryce. 





AYES, 


Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Healy, Timothy Michael 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Hervey, F. W.F(BurySEdm’ds 
Hogan, Michael 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Liddell, Henry 

Lonsdale. John Brownlee 
Lundon, W. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, 3. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A, 
M‘Killop, W. 

Meagher, Michael 


| Meehan, Patrick A. 


Mooney, J. J. 


| Murphy, John 


Nolan, Joseph 
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O’Brien, William (Cork) 
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O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


NOES. 


Buxton, Rt.HnSydneyCharles 
Chance, Frederick William 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, W. 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,CH(Sussex,E.Grinst’d) 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Craig, Herb. J. (Tynemouth) 
Crossley, William J. 

Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S. 
Duckworth, James 

Edwards, Frank (Radnor 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hn. John Edward 
Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fiennes, Hen. Eustace 


| Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 78 ; Noes. 
(Division List No. 251.) 


O'Doherty, Philip 

| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, §.) 

| O'Dowd, John 

| O'Hare, Patrick 
O'Malley, William 

' O'Mara, James 

| O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

| O’Shee, James John 

| Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 

| Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

| Sloan, Thomas Henry 

| Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, S. 

| Starkey, John R. 

| Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 

| Valentia, Viscount 

| Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
T. L. Corbett and Viscount 
Turnour. 


| Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, Geroge Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
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Jackson, R.S. 

| Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 

| Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
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Jowett, F. W. 

Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
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Lamont, Norman 
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Morrell, Philip 
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Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
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time.” —(Mr. Bryce.) 


Mr. BRYCE said he 
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FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


be read a third time before the Order, 
of the day had been disposed of. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said it was clear that 


hoped , that 


the House would not allow the Third 


Reading to be taken. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
submit to Mr. 
in order to take 
Third Reading of the 
The Bill had been altered 
by a considerable number of Amend- 


he wished to 
that it was 
the 
that stage. 


not 


the hon. Member’s contention was wrong. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) asked if there was any precedent 


for a Third Reading being taken without 


the unanimous consent of the House. 


Speaker 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 


with the general consent of the House. 


Bill at 


ments which were not on the Notice 


Paper, and according to “May” 
altered on the Report stage could not 
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House divided : — Ayes, 
(Division List No. 252.) 
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| TeLuERs FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Pearson, W. HH. M(Sutfolk, Eye) | 


Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


| Ceaig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) ; Starkey, John R. 


Dalrymple, Viscount 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 

Hamilton, Marquess of 

Liddell, Hency 
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Pease, Herbert Pik »( Darlington) 


and passed. 


Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


TELLERS FOR THE NogEsS—Mr. 
Watson Rutherford and 
Viscount Turnour. 


this House tdo now adjourn,’—(M . 


Whiteley)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned at a quarter after 


Four o'clock, a.m. 


—_— eo 
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Tuesday, 24th Ju'y, 1905. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


St. Pancras Electricity Bill. Reported, 
with Amendments. 


Hackney Electricity Bill. 
with Amendments. 


Reported, | 


London County Council (Money) Bill. 
Reported, with Amendments. 





South Lincolnshire Water Bill. Re- 


ported, with Amendments. 


Hampstead Garden Suburb Bill, Re- 
ported, with Amendments. 


South Wales Electrical Power Dis- 
tribution Company Bill, Reported, | 
with Amendments. 


peech indicates revision by the Merber. 


Alexandra (Newport and South Wales) 
Docks and Railway Bill [H.L.]; Ritz 
3 Hotel, Limited, Bill [a.u.]; Wirral 
3 Railway (Extension of Time) Bill [H.1.], 


+ Commons Amendments considered, and 
2 agreed to. 


s 





| 

| 

Cork City Railways and Works Bill 

Lancashire Electric Power Bill; Bristol | 

> Corporation Bill. Read with the | 

Amendments, and passed, and returned 
to the Commons. 


s 
$ 
S) 
3 
= 
: 


V4 
e's 


at the 


Cardiff Railway Bill [a.1.]; New- 
castle-upon-Tyne (Electric Supply) Bill 
[H.L.]. Returned from the Commons | 
agreed to, with Amendments. The sai 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Asterish (*) 


Wallasey Tramways and _ Improve- 
ments Bill [a.u.]. Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments. 


—_ 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill; Baker Street and Waterloo 
Railway Bill. Returned from the Com- 
mons with the Amendments agreed to. 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bull. 
Leave given to the Select Committee 
to continue sitting in the absence of the | 
Lord Lyveden. | 


VOL. CLXI. [Fourts Sertes.] 
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Rutherglen Burgh Order Confirma™ 
tion Bill. Brought from the Commons. 


Reports, ce. 


| Read 1*; to be printed ; and (pursuant 


to the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899), deemed to have 
been read 2* (The Lord Hamilton of 
Dalzell), and reported from the Com- 
mittee. (No. 173.) 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill. Amendments reported 
(according to order), and Bill to be read 
3* on Thursday next. 

Local Government Provisional Order 
(Housing of Working Classes) Bill: 
Local Government Provisional Orders 


(No. 9) Bill. Read 3* (according to 
order), with the Amendments, and 


yassed, and returned to the Commons. 
I 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad 
(Extension of Time) Bill [#.L.]. Com- 
mons Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


PETITIONS 
AMBULANCE. 

Petition for inquiry as to the desir- 
ability of an ambulance service for Lon- 
don; of the Kensington Borough 
Council; read, and ordered to lie on 


the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 3679. Italy : Supplemental Report 
of Trade of South Italy for#L905. 


NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING. 
Annual statement of navigation anl 


'shipping of the United Kingdom, for 


the year 1905. 


STATISTICS. 

Statistical Abstract for the United 
Kingdom in each of the last fifteen 
years from 1891 to 1905. Fifty-third 
number. 

Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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NAVAL PRIZE MONEY. 
Account showing the receipt and 


expenditure of naval prize, bounty, 

salvage, and other moneys between 

Ist April, 1905, and 51st March, 1906. 

GENERAL PRISONS (IRELAND) ACT, 
1877. 

Order in Council approving of rules 
made by the general prisons board 
providing that certain privileges may 
be earned by convicts through industry 
and good conduct in prison. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILL, 


MARRIAGE ACT AMENDMENT BILU 
[H.L]. 

A Bill for the Amendment of the 
Marriage Act, 1823, was presented by 
the Lord Ampthill (for the Viscount 
Ridley); read la, and to be printed. 
(No. 174.) 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL 
[H.L.] 
Commons Amendments to be con- 


sidered on Thursday next. 


DEANERY OF MANCHESTER BILL. 


Brought from the Commons and read 


(No. 171.) 


1*, and to be printed. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons and 
read 1*; to be printed; and to be read 
2 on Friday next. (Lhe Lord Denman.) 
(No. 172.) 


THE NEW ARMY SCHEME. 


Tue Eart or DONOUGHMORE rose 
to call attention to the reductions in the 
military forces of the Crown now being 
made and projected, and the changes 


in organisation consequent thereon ; an 
to move for Papers. 


The noble Earl said: My Lords, I am 
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sirous at any time to discuss a statement 
of military policy made on behalf of 
the Government, such as was made ten 
days ago; but I think there are special 
reasons why your lordships would desire 
to discuss the last statement of policy 
before we adjourn for the summer 
holiday. There have been special cir- 
cumstances in reference to military 
policy this session. We have had a 
new Secretary of State, who has ap- 
pealed to both sides of the House on 
the ground that he was new to his busi- 
ness, and that he wanted time to con- 
sider any proposals that he would make 
to Parliament. I am glad to notice 
| that the Secretary of State has acknow- 
_ledged that his request for time has been 
(loyally recognised by both sides, and I 
| think the noble Earl opposite, the Under- 
| Secretary, will permit me to say that 
| 


Army Scheine. 





we in this House have not been behind 
the House of Commons in that matter. 


| It was not, perhaps, spontaneously 
bas we agreed to the wishes of His 
Majesty’s Government. We agreed 
rather because we understood that when 
the proposals were put forward, the 
fullest possible opportunity would be 
| offered for their discussion. On May 
30, the Secretary of State for War, said 
that he— 


“Did not propose to do anything without 
| the matter coming properly before the House.” 





}and on June 7, he stated that— 

“In July he would be able to make a general 
| statement as to the policy to be adopted by the 
| Government, and then ample opportunity 
| would be given fer full discussion.” 

Now, my lords, that full discussion 
amounted to four hours, and on the day 
following the Prime Minister was asked 
_ to carry out the pledge that I have quoted 
to your lordships, and he replied that if 
members were willing to sit a day longer 
in the autumn session than they would 
otherwise have to sit he had no doubt that 
| opportunity would be found for them to 
|** blow off intellectual steam.” I regret 
| to say that I have never had the privilege 
| of being a Member of the House of 
|Commons, and therefore I am not com- 
| petent to judge whether an expression 
| such as that, when applied to speeches by 
| representatives of the people in the dis- 
| charge of duties for which they were s>n: 





sure that your lordships would be de- | to Parhament, would pass for wit or good 





| eB 
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taste in that assembly; but I say most 
emphatically that by the course which 
has been pursued by His Majesty’s 
Government the pledges of the Secretary 
of State for War have been carried out 
neither in the letter nor in the spirit. 
But, my lords, the House of Lords cannot 
be gagged, and therefore we have a very 
special responsibility in discussing 
minutely to-day the proposals of His 
Majesty’s Government. 


In initiating this discussion we are in 
some difficulty, because His Majesty’s 
Government have not followed what I 
think is the usual course in laying 


statistics before the House showing 
exactly what they propose. I have 


personally, and I am very glad to do so, 
to acknowledge the courtesy of the noble 
lord opposite, who has offered to supply 
me with certain figures, and I am availing 
myself of his courtesy. I have put down 
. Motion for Papers. I have a list of 
them here. They are all of a technical 
‘haracter, and I do not think it would 
be convenient for me to read the 
list now; but if the noble Earl could 
see his way to grant a _ Return 
answering my eight or nine questions, 
the information would, I am sure, be 
most valuable to your Lordships. But, 
my Lords, these statistics are not yet 
in my possession, and therefore it will 
be necessary for me to-day to refer some- 
what in detail to proceedings in the 
other House. I know that your Lord- 
ships do not always like these references, 
but I shall be erring in good company, 
because I notice that the Leader of this 
House in a Debate earlier in the session 
laid down the following doctrine. The 
noble Marquess said, in a discussion on 
the Ahens Bill— 

‘* There may be some irregularities in these 

allusions, though they are constantly made in 
this House. It is the practice when these 
things have passed into the pages of Hansard 
constantly to allude to them.” 
Therefore, if I am sinning in alluding 
too much to Mr. Haldane’s actual words in 
the House of Commons, I can think of 
nothing better than to shelter myself 
under the wing of the noble Marquess 
opposite. 

The Secretary of State for War has 
adopted a motto for his Army reform 
policy. He states that he is going to 


teorganise the Army in such a way that. 


{24 JuLY 1906} 





Ariny Scheie. 902 


it will be fit for war, and that he believes 
his proposals will increase the fighting 
efficiency of the Army by fifty per cent., 
and he proposes to carry this out by very 
great reductions. As a starting point 
the Secretary of State says that the con- 
dition of our national forces is “ highly 
unsatisfactory.” This is a new opinion 
on the part of the Secretary of State. I 
have been supplied with an extract from 
a speech—the extract I am informed 
has been quoted in another place in the 
right hon. Gentleman’s presence—which 
Mr. Haldane delivered to Lord Esher’s 
Committee which is now sitting. His 
words, I am told were— 

“Never before have we had such good 

material in the Army. The morale both of 
officers and men is hizher than it was. The 
Army is in a condition in which I do not think 
it has been before, both in point of quantity 
and quality.” 
Since these words were used by Mr. 
Haldane, and, after all, they only re-echo 
the words he used in the House of Com- 
mons last March, he has been led to believe 
that the state of the British Army is 
“highly unsatisfactory.” Briefly, Mr. 
Haldane proposes an expeditionary force 
of 150,000 men, of which 50,000 are to be 
regulars, 70,000 reserves, and 30,000 on a 
Militia basis. I cannot help thinking 
that this expeditionary force, including 
its support of Militia, presents no sub- 
stantial increase in the efficiency of, 
if it is equal to, the force that we were 
able to send abroad in 1899. But, as I 
have said, having set this standard, 
the Secretary of State for War proposes 
great reductions. There are, I know, 
many of your Lordships having special 
knowledge as regards individual depart- 
ments of the military forces who are 
desirous of taking part in this debate, 
and, therefore, if I pass rapidly over 
most of the headings touched on in his 
three hours’ speech by the Secretary of 
State, I do so with the knowledge that 
they will be developed in greater detail 
by noble Lords who will follow me. 


First, 1 come to the Artillery. With 
reference to the Artillery, the Secretary 
of State has thought fit to make a very 
severe attack upon his predecessors. 
These are his words— 

** Tt seems to have been forgotten ” 
that the ammunition column for the 
quick-tiring guns will have to be very 
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much greater than the ammunition | 
column ‘les ever been before. And he | 
added— 


“T was appalled at the prospect of having to | 
spend money in creating new additions to the | 
Regular force of Artillery.” 


My answer to that is that it was abso- 
lutely unnecessary for him to create one 
single unit. The late Government raised, 
in the last five vears that they were in 


power, seventy-eight new batteries of | 
Artillery. Now, batteries of Artillery | 


do not grow in a day, with their full 


Reserves, at the touch of a magician’s | 


wand. The present Reserve of the 
Artillery I understand to number 7,500. 
The full Reserve, as your Lordships will | 
have seen from a letter The Times | 
recently from my right hon. friend Mr. | 
St. John Brodrick, would amount to 
30,000. Steps were taken originally to 


deal with what everybody knew would be | 


a shortage during the first few years of 
the existence of these batteries. 
informed that Mr. Brodrick, in conjunc- 
tion with the 
Marshal on the 
Roberts), 
home, if not all, to be kept at a specially 
high establishment, in order that they 


cross benches 


might get a good start in creating a/| 


large Reserve, and I believe that during 


the next three years 10,000 Artillery men | 


will go to the Reserve. 


On November Ist last the full strength | 
and Royal Field | 
as 1) 


of the Royal Horse 
Artillery was 30,612; the Reserve, 
have said, when full would amount to 


30,000—a total, roughly, of 60,600. The | 


war establishment of a battery of Royal 
Horse Artillery is 182, and of Field | 
Artillery 178; so that when mobilised 
the twenty-eight batteries we have of 
Horse Artillery would absorb 5,096 men 
and the 150 batteries of Field Artillery | 
26,700 men; 
establishment rather over 
and the Indian nucleus for ammunition 


column 640. This would swallow up a 

total of 34,572 men, and that deducted | 
from what the full Artillery would 
have been leaves 26,028 men _ to/| 
cover sick and young soldiers, and | 


for the purposes of ammunition columns. 

Mr. Haldane assumes that an ammuni 

tion column for fifty batteries needs 
The Earl of Donoughmore, 
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noble and gallant Field | 
(Earl | 


caused a number of batteries at | 


the depots and riding | 
2,100 men, | 


Ariiy Schenw. 


10,000 men, that is considerably over 
the Indian scale. 


As I have said, however, we knew 
perfectly well that there would be 
| deficiencies at first, but we made 
| special arrangements to deal with these 
deficiencies at the moment. Firstly, 
we had an offer last autumn from a 
colonel of Garrison Artillery Volunteers 
at Sheffield, who desired to have them 
turned into Field Artillery. We promised 
| to give him Erhardt guns, better guns 
than the Government are now going to 
|give the Volunteers, and in return, 
‘among other conditions, he offered 
| that every man he took should make 
himself liable to join the Artillery 
| Reserve, and he would, therefore, have 
been available for ammunition columns. 
| We had a similar offer from Lanark, 
_and decisions of the Army Council were 
taken accepting those offers. I only 
| speak from rumour, but I believe that 
these decisions were reversed when Mr. 
| Haldane came into office. Secondly, I 
would show what we did by reading a 


decision of the Army Council at its 
seventieth meeting, on November 28th 
last— 


‘There are about 124 companies of Militia 
Garrison Artillery not allotted to coast 
| defences and surplus to requirements. A 
| scheme is to be formulated showing how these 

Artillery might be used (a) as a reserve for the 

Regular siege Artillery; (b) to supplement 
| deficiencies of the Reserve in Horse and Field 
Artillery by the formation of ammunition 
columns.” 


Is it fair, in view of this, in describing 
what his predecessors have done, 
for Mr. Haldane to say that the 
| ammunition columns: “** seem to have been 
forgotten ” ? 


We are constantly appealed to by 
_ noble Lords opposite to refrain from 
making points in party politics in 
matters connected with our military 
forces. It does not help us much to 
| carry out these wishes if the Secretary 
aj of State for War cannot refrain from 
sneering at the action of his predecessors. 
| those sneers being only possible when 
you take no notice of material facts i 
the case. I do not wish to be* mis- 
‘understood. I am not suggesting that 
| Mr. Haldane knowingly wished to give 
anybody a false impression, but his 
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words remain, and I can only assume 
that they came either from oblivion 
or from ignorance. I think that the 
Secretary of State has incurred very 
yreat responsibility in giving what is 
an unfair picture of these things to 
the country. There was a slight differ- 
ence ketween our proposal and Mr. 
Haldane’s proposal. We intended to 
take the supernumerary regiments 
f Militia Garrison Artillery, which I 
believe have never yet been allotted 
to any known defence scheme. Mr. 
Haldane, I understand, desires to reduce 
these, and intends to take others which 
we were retaining for other purposes ; but 
the difference is very small. The theory 
underlying his decision and ours is 
exactly the same. 


There are two remarks with reference 
to Mhlitia Artillery in Mr. Haldane’s 
speech which [ should be very glad to 
have explained. Firstly, Mr. Haldane 
says— 

“We take thirty-six batteries of new quick- 
firing guns for a specific purpose. We want 
to train 20,000 men of the Militia Artillery 
with those guns.” 


i should hke to know what exactly that 
means, because later on Mr. Haldane said 
that— 

“The Militia Artillery must disappear to 


make room for an inereased Regular 
Artillery.” 

it may be my dulness—I hope it 
is—but I should like to have the 
seeming inconsistency of those two 
remarks explained to me. I notice in 
passing that Mr. Haldane alters the 


terms of service from three vears with 
the Colours an nine with the Reserve 
to six and six. I think he was quite 
right to alter some of them to six and 
six in order to make the drafting question 
easier, though [ do not think there was 
the same difficulty in getting the three 
year Artillerymen to extend as with 
Infantrymen. But altering the whole 
lot to six and six more than halves the 
Reserve, for the wastage of men serving 
with the Colours is greater than itis of 
men in the Reserve, and the Reserve, 
as we all know, is admittel not to 
be big enough in the Artillery yet, 
though it might have been som? 
day. Anyhow, the net result of 
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men and sixty-seven officers are taken 
off the Horse and Field Artillery. By 
reducing these batteries to two-gun 
batteries you make, of course, a greater 
call on your Reserve in time of war, and 
the Garrison Artillery Militia, we under- 
stand, are to be reduced by the redun- 
dant Artillery regiments—4,600 men. 
It is difficult to see how this reduction 
can result in an increase in the efficiency 
of the Artillery by 50 per cent. 


Army Scheme. 


I now turn to the Guards. I desire 
to say very little upon the subject of the 
Guards, because I understand that [ am 
to be followed in this debate by the 
noble Earl opposite (Earl Temple) who 
wished to raise this subject last week, 
and only postponed doing so as the 
result of representations he received 
from distinguished quarters. I can as- 
sure your Lordships that I leave the case 
of the Guards to the noble Earl with 
confidence. I should like, however, to 
refer to one point. We on this side 
of the House have maintained that the 
Guardsman is a great deal cheaper 
than the Linesman. The cost of the 
Guardsman and his Reservist is £29 10s., 
and Line private, on a_ seven 
vears basis, £40 19s. Mr. Hal- 
dane’s answer is, ‘Oh yes, but a Lines- 
man is partly paid for by India, and 
therefore it is not a fair comparison.” 


the 


costs 


I do not care sixpence whether the 
Linesman is partly paid for by India or 
not. The Guardsman defends the Em- 
pire at a cost to the Empire of £29 10s. 
The Linesman defends the Empire at a 
cost to the Empire of £40 19s. You can- 
not get away from the fact that the 
Guardsmin is therefore cheaper to the 
Empire than the Linesman, and it can- 
not be oa grounds of economy that you 
are reducing the Guards. 


It is difficult to know why the 
Guards are being reduced. There is 
oie rev301 givea by Mr. Haldane 
for this reduction. It is not on the 
grounds of efficieacy, bezause it is 


admitted that the Guards are the best 
soldiers we have got. It is on the ground 
of justice. Because you cut off somewhere 
you must cut off somewhere else. Would 
the noble En rl the Under-Secretary 
argue that if a distinguished surgeoa 
wants to take off his little finger he must 


Mr. Haldane’s proposals is that 3,800) at the same time take offzhis little toe oa 





tell 
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the ground of justice? And yet that is | 
the only tangible argument which has | 
been given by Mr. Haldane. The Guards | These are the figures. The Ist and 2nd 
lose two units and a fifth of their Re-| battalions of the Northumberland Fusi- 
serve-making power, and we are again | liers, which are not going to be reduced. 
expected to believe that the efficiency | were practically full. The Ist battalion 
of the Guards will be increased fifty | was two over strength, and the 2nd eight 


Army Scheme. 


the real effect of the winter recruiting 
has not at that moment been fully felt. 


908 








per cent. thereby. 


Now I come to the Infantry reductions. 
I am very sceptical about these reduc- 
tions, especially in Gibraltar. I think 
I can see the line of thought that has 
dictated the reduction of one regiment in 


Malta, but I am very sceptical indeed as | 


to whether the Colonies would agree to 
this reduction. But I only mention 
that in passing. I do not wish to enter 
into the controversy that has hung round 
an answer which Mr. Haldane gave some 
weeks ago as to the prophecy he made 
with regard to what he was going to 
reduce. 
say that the suggestion that he was going 


to reduce ten battalions was a mare’s hest, | 


We now understand 


mean battalions, but home battalions ; | 
and I confess I was one of those who were | 


led astray. 
Haldane’s statement as to what he did 
mean. 


reduce ten home battalions, but he is 
going to reduce battalions at home, and 
it is rather straining the English language 
to pour scorn upon people for suggesting 
that he is actually reducing ten home 
battalions when he is reducing six of 
those quartered in this country at the 
present moment. 


I have here some figures in connection 
with the eight battalions that it is now 
proposed to reduce. Mr. Haldane states— 


« All 
short,” 


these regiments are very largely 
and I presume that the fact that they are 
hort is quoted as justifying their imme- 
diate future reduction. These are figures 
which I obtained in the War Office last 
vear, and they are taken from the book 
which the noble Earl will recognise, 
entitled, ““ The General Monthly Return 
of the Regimental Strength of the British 
Army.” I am glad that these figures 
are dated November Ist, because Novem- 
ber, as your Lordships will recognise, is 
a very unfavourable time at which to 
criticise an infantry battalion, because 


The Earl of Donoughmore. 


Some people understood him to | 
that he did not | 
I absolutely accept Mr | 


It may have been inaccurate to | 
suggest that Mr. Haldane was going to | 


| under strength. I am talking now of 
| the rank and file only. The 3rd and 4th 
battalions were 208 under strength : 
| but against that there were 178 men 
at the depot, the establishment of 
the depot being 100, and the regiment 
had 1,127 men in the Reserve. In the 
_ case of the Royal Warwickshire Regiment. 
the lst battalion was 161 over strength, 
and the 2nd battalion 228 under strength, 
the total deficiency being sixty-seven. 
The 3rd battalion was fifty-six ovel 
strength, and the 4th battalien 307 under 
strength. But there were 244 men at 
the depot and 1,250 in the Reserve. In 
| the case of the Lancashire Fusiliers, the 
| lst battalion was full, and the 2nd bat- 


'talion deficient by 335 men; the 3rd 


| battalion, in South Africa, was twenty 
over strength, and the 4th battalion 
| 381 under establishment, but there 
were 272 men in the depot, the 
establishment of the depot in all these 
cases being 100, and 1,294 men in 
the Reserve. In the case of the Man- 
chester Regiment the Ist battalion was 
eighty-five over strength, and the 2nd 
| battalion 315 under strength. The 3rd 
| battalion was fourteen under strength, 
| and the 4th battalion 280 under strength. 
There were, however, 287 rank and file in 
| the depot, and 994 in the Reserve. 


is to say, those at home. Of those 
abroad, two are up to strength, one has 
a deficiency of only sixteen, and the 
‘fourth, though short, is a battalion of 
'the Northumberland Fusiliers, which, as 
| your Lordships will see, has the largest 
/number of spare Reservists of all the 
|four regiments. I will tell the noble 
|Earl the data on which I go. I take 
|the number of men in the battalions 
/at home, deduct 5 per cent. for sick, 
}and 23 per cent. for young soldiers 
| under twenty and under two years 
| service, which is the actual figure 
| founded on the experience of the 
—_— African War. Your Lordship: 


will obtain it by an examination of the 


| Let us mobilise these battalions, that 
| 
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Table at page 40 of the Report of Lord 
Elgin’s Commission. I add in the 
Reserve less 5 per cent. for sick. The 
result is that on November Ist last year 


the Manchester Regiment had 1,611 rank | 
and file fit to go to war in two battalions ; | 


the Lancashire Fusiliers had 1,802; the 
Warwickshire regiment 1,898; and the 
Northumberland Fusiliers 2,107. 
every case I have absolutely ignored the 
depot, which your Lordships will have 
seen was considerably over strength. 


The Colonial establishment of two bat- | 


talions at this moment is 1,592 rank and 
file. The Indian establishment is 1,880. 
What is it, therefore, that the Government 
are doing? They are reducing eight 
battalions; of these, four are abroad 


and of these two are up to and over | 


strength, one is deficient by sixieen, a 
negligible quantity, and one is deficient 
by 118, but this regiment has far the 
largest surplus of spare Reservists at 
home. They are reducing four battalions 
at home, and these battalions could 


have gone to war last November 805, | 


901, 949 and 1,053 strong rank 
and file only without injuring in 
the least any other battalion in the 
regiment, with their full comple- 


ment of non-commissioned officers, two 


of them with their full complement 
of officers, and two of them defi- 
cient by one officer each. I do not) 


think it can be urged that these batta- 
lions are being reduced because recruiting 
cannot keep them up, unless recruiting 


has been stopped for them for some time | 


Hal- 
these 


past. I do not understand Mr. 
dane’s statement that “a'l 
regiments are very largely short.” 


Why, then, 
reduced ? Is it because they are 
needed abroad? As I have said, I 
am sceptical about Gibraltar and Malta, 
but a new feature has now come on the 
scene. What about Egypt / 
recently presented to your Lordships 
contain the following sentence, written 
by the noble Earl on the cross-benches, 
Lord Cromer— 


“The conclusion to be drawn from recent | 
permanent | | 


events is abundantly clear. A 
increase will have to take place in the numbers 
of the british garrison.’ 


{24 JuLy 1906} 
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/are to be specially raised. We 


are these battalions being | 
not | 
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send to Egypt one battalion of Guards 
which is destined to die. It is always, 
I believe, a bad thing to reduce a unit 
that can expand in time of war, but in 
the present situation, and in view of 
those words of Lord Cromer, whom 
nobody will scorn as an alarmist, I 
think the reduction now proposed by 
His Majesty’s Government can be de- 
scribed as little short of sheer folly. I 
pass the cavalry and the Yeomanry by. 


Army Scheme. 


I am gratified to notice that the cavalry 


are not to be reduced. I would only 
say that I hope steps will now be taken 
for completing the cavalry barracks 


that will certainly be required, the 
foundation stone of which was laid 
early last October. As regards the 
Yeomanry, I would only say that I 


hope they are not going to be put under 
the county councils. They are the 
most satisfactory force we have, and 
I think His Majesty’s Government would 
be well advised to leave well alone. Now 
I come to the Militia. What is going 
to be done with that force? We know 
that no more money is to be spent on the 
Auxiliary Forces; we know that 50,000 
men are to be put in the expeditionary 
force on a Militia basis; and we would 
like to know whether, excepting the 
Garrison Artillery, these or any of them 
, knc ww 
that 10,300 Garrison Artillery are to 
be used for ammunition columns, and 
the remainder are to be reduced. This 
involves a reduction, I take it, of 4,600 
men. The total strength of the Militia 
last vear was 96,000 men. The Garrison 
Artillery are to be reduced by 4,600 men. 
and the Royal Garrison Artillery for am- 
munition columns and the present Royal 
Army Medical Corps, who I presume will 
be used by the expeditionary force, have 


| also to be deducted from this figure—this 
leaves 80,000 men roughly unaccounted 


for, or if all the 30,000 for the expedi- 
tionary force are deducted there are left 


We should like very much to know 


| what is going to be ‘done with these. 


We know that they are to be made 
| liable for service abroad, and I presume 
that next year we shall have again before 


|us the Bill which was introduced last 
| year, or, at any rate, afsimilar Bill. I 


Now, it is not a permanent increase in | should like very much to know which 


the numbers of the British garrison to 


‘Member of the Government is going 
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to be in charge of that Bill. I do not 
think it can be the Under-Secretary 
of State forWar, because he voted against 
the Bill last year, and he was accompanied 
by the noble Marquess the Leader of the 
House, and by Lord Carrington and 
Lord Denman, and therefore I do not 
envy the task of the Minister in 
charge of the Bill next year if he has to 
meet the determined opposition which 
I encountered last vear from four of his 
colleagues. I remember that the noble 
Marquess the Leader of the House gave 
notice of a Motion upon the cecasion of 
the Second Reading of that Bill. Ee 
was not able to move it owing to the 
forms of the House, but I think it well to 
remind your Lordships of the terms of 
the Motion. They were— 

“That this House does not deem it ad- 
visable to proceed with the consideration of 
this Bill until it has before it a full statement 
of the whole of the proposals of His Majesty’s 
Government for the reorganisation of the 
Army.” 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY OF 
STATE ror WAR (The Earl of Ports- 
MOUTH): Will the noble Earl give me 
the date of that debate ? 


THe Eart oF DONOUGHMORE : 
March 30, 1905. Noble Lords opposite 
cheer the reading of that Motion, but I 
think we shall be justified in moving a 
Resolution in those terms next vear 
when the Bill comes before us. We cer- 
tainly shall be if we know no more than 
we do this afternoon, and I can promise 
the noble Marquess most respectfully 
but most sincerely that I shall keep a 
very keen eye upon the words of this 
Motion when the Militia Bill is sub- 
mitted to us on a future occasion. Of 
course, it is possible that noble Lords 
Opposite may repent and may next vear 
support the Bill that they opposed last 
year, In which case I am sure there will 
be among your Lordships the usual 
rejoicing over sinners that have been 
called to repentance. Mr. Haldane 
stated— 

‘“We must ask the Militia to form a first 
line of drafts for the Regular Army in the 
field. The men will go abroad in their units 
with their own officers.” 


I should like very much to know what 
those units are to be. Are they to be 
companies or regiments ? If companies, 


The Eurl of Dononghmore 
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it will be nothing but the old evil. For 
what will happen? The Line batta- 
lions go to war. A Militia regiment is 
paraded, and it is decided that A Com 
pany is to go to the front to reinforces 
the battalions there. The inspecting 
officer would come down and inspect A 
Company, and say— 

‘Yes, { think it is very satisfactory, but 
these twenty-five men are not good enough to 
go to war.” 


Army Scheme. 


Twenty-five men would then be taken 
out of the rest of the regiment, and 
placed into A Company, and away they 
would go. Reinforcement of the Line, 
whether you call it by companies or 
draft, is a vicious system, because it 
drains the Militia regiments of their 
best men at the time they most need 
them. But it is possible that a decision 
may be come to not to pursue this 
course, and the Militia may be sent to 
the front in regiments. If they are to 
be sent to the front in regiments I am 
sure every Militiaman will agree with 
me that they will have to be made vwry 
much more efficient than they have 
been for some years past. The Nor- 
fork Commission stated that— 

“The Militia in its existing condition is 
unfit to take the field for the defence of the 
country,” 
and, therefore, a fortiori, to go abroad to 
fight this country’s battles. 


The Secretary of State for War 
talks airily, he says that the Militia 
is to be filled with new life, that 
the force is to be surrounded with 
more democratic and vigorous elements, 
that the men are to be made into batta- 
lions of the Regular Army. I wonder what 
that means. He is going to lop off weak 
battalions and to consolidate. What is 
the definite scheme of the Government 
for carrying out all these things without 
extra expense ? You are reducing the 
Regular Army and you say that the 
Militia are to take their place. Our 
Regular Army should not be reduced 
until the substitute is ready at hand to 
take its place. I believe that ‘t is a well 
known rule of business, and the Secretary 
of State is always reminding us that he 
is a business man, that you should not 
destroy anything, or. if I may use a 
phrase that has recently been used by a 
Cabinet Minister with reference to one 
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of our oldest institutions, 
not put it on the scrap heap until you 
have something definite to put in its 
place. In military matters this idea is 
crystallised in the sentence—“‘ Expan- 
sive power in time of war.” Mr. Hal- 
dane says— 

“Our object has been to produce a force 
that you could contract or expand,” 
and he starts by reducing ten units and 
making considerable reductions in the 
Reserve. 


Now, what happens when he goes to 
war with this 150,000 expeditionary 
force He has to make good wastage, 
and he has told us that wastage in war is 
80 per cent. per annum. Therefore, he 
will have to make good a wastage, even 
if only 150,000 men go to war, of 120,000 
men per annum ; and of course, while he 
is doing this, unless the war is in India, 
he will have to send his normal drafts 
to India—a total of from 135,000 to 
140,000 men. Where are these men to 
come from? For the present he will 
keep at home five battalions of the Line, 
roughly, 4,000 men; two of the Guards 
battalions; two or three regiments of 
cavalry, and thirty-six batteries of 
artillery—eighteen 4-gun batteries, and 
eighteen 2-gun batteries; and he will 
also keep the Militia and the Volun- 
teers. I do not think it will be argued 
for an instant that the Regulars I have 
just enumerated could keep up a wastage 
of from 135,000 to 140,000 men. 
If the Militia or Volunteers are to 
do it, no plan has been put before us to 
show how it is to be done. We have had 
a lot of generalities, but nothing definite. 
On one occasion Mr. Haldane became 
quite frank, and said— 

“We are still in a state of consideration 
about the auxiliary forces ; ” 
but he contradicted this later on by 
saylug— 

‘Our scheme deals with a national Army as 
a whole.” 


A few crumbs of information are thrown 
to us. We are told that we are to have 
a county council system for Volunteers, 
and if I may adopt a phrase that has 
recently been used by a distinguished 
fellow-countryman of my own in another 
place, I would say that it appears that 
our Volunteers are to be lumped in with 
cur drains and ‘our religious education. 


{24 JuLy 1906} 
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But we are told something more about 
the Volunteers. We are told that they 
are to be a sort of second Reserve to the 
Regular Army. I should like to know 
whether they are to be engaged in that 
case to go abroad, and whether all the 
evils of the drafting of the old Militia 
Reserve are going to be foisted on the 
Volunteers. We are told of a Militia 
Bill. But all these things are childish 
compared to what we ought to have been 
told, with reference to a definite scheme 
on the part of the Government to take the 
place of what they are doing away with. 
The Government are not justified in 
making reductions until they show us 
something definite that they are going 
to put in the place of what is reduced. 
Mr. Haldane says— 

“We may assume that the people will be 
ready to assume their burden. We may rely 
in a supreme emergency on the whole strength 
of the Empire.” 


Those are pious hopes, n nerete 
proposals ; but the reductions real, 
and the Government have retused to 
delay them even until the autumn. 


They are commencing to make them at 
once, but the increased efficiency of 50 per 
cent. is either an unborn child or a 
phantom. 


I regret extremely the form of these 
proposals which have been submitted 
by His Majesty’s Government. I am a 
sincere and whole-hearted devotee of 
the voluntary principle. Your Lordships 
will remember a speech delivered a 
fortnight ago which we all heard with 
great pleasure, though we may not have 
agreed with it, by the noble Viscount 
Lord Milner. We, as I say, could not 
necessarily have agreed with all of it, 
but fat any rate we must all admit that 
he produced a concrete scheme. And 
what answer could we have made to him 
at that time? Our answer, I have no 
doubt, would have been— 

“ We admit the loyical force of your scheme, 
but the Secretary of Stave for War is going to 
make a statement in the House of Commons 
on Thursday next. We believe he is a strong 
advocate of expansive power in time of war, 


and we have no doubt his proposals will 
satisfy you or answer you.” 


But what would be our answer to the 
noble Viscount now if he produced his 
scheme and asked, “* What are you goiag 
to do if you do not accept my proposals ? ’ 
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We could only answer that the Secretary 
of State for War, who is so very severe on 
his predecessors because he says they 
produced paper schemes, has not even 
the energy to put his own scheme to 
paper. I should regret at any time to 
have to conduct an argument against 
the noble Viscount below the gangway, 
owing to his great ability and enterprise, 
but I should be particularly sorry 
to have to meet his argument with one | 
founded on the brief which Mr. Haldane 
provided us with ten days ago. 


{LORDS} 





I cannot help fearing that there is 
some other motive underlying the pro- 
posals which have been presented to us. 
We cannot blind our eyes to the fact 
that noble Lords opposite have a section | 
among their supporters who care little 
for any increase in efficiency. They | 
are rather anxious for a reduction in the 
Regular Army because they regard such 
reduction as a good thing in itself. Mr. 
Haldane. in his reply at the end of the 
debate, almost hinted at his having some | 
feeling of that kind himself, for he said 
that, after all, it was no chance vote of 
the House of Commons that demanded | 
this reduction, but that it was demanded | 
by the result of the general election. I | 

| 
| 
| 
| 


wonder how many more mandates are 
going to be claimed from the ,general 
election, the chief characteristic, after all, 
of which was what we have been in- 
structed to call the “ terminological inex- | 
actitude ” about pigtails. | 

| 


I have recently refreshed my memory 
by re-reading a document to which I am 
sure noble Lords opposite will admit some | 
authority as deciding what they should | | 
claim they wanted the general election to | 
prove. That document is the election | 
address of the Prime Minister, and | | 
whereas I find that a prominent reference | 
is given in that document to. servile | 
labour imported in unlimited quantities 
from China, the only reference to the | 
Army is a condemnation of what he calls 
the “costly and confused experiments ” 
of his predecessors. There is no direct | 
advocacy of an immediate reduction in | 
the Army for the sake of ecconomy. We | 
recognise, however, that the Secretary | 


of State for War must have had | 
considerable pressure put upon him | 
by those who think a reduction in 


itself a good thing. But there is | 
The Earl of Donoughmore. 


| forces 


| Guards 
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an old saying upon which we were 
all brought up, to the effect that no man 
can serve two masters. We might 
perhaps paraphrase that statement by 
saying that the Secretary of State for 
War is finding out how difficult it is to 
satisfy the Liberal Imperialist and at the 
same time to satisfy that section of 
opinion which is represented by Mr. 
Byles and the President of the Board of 
Trade. But, my Lords, it is because I fear 
that the Secretary of State has capitulated 
to these opinions, and that in order to 
hide that capitulation free discussion of 
the proposals of the Government has 
been refused in another place until the 


autumn, that I have felt it right to make 


my most solemn protest against the action 
now contemplated by His Majesty’s 


| Government. 


Moved, “That an humble Address be 
presented to His Majesty for Papers 
relating to the reductions in the military 
of the Crown now being made and 
projected, and the changes in organisa- 
tion consequent thereon.’—(The Viscount 


| Hutchinson (2. Donoughmore)). 


Earn TEMPLE: My Lords, I rise 
to state, as simply as I can, the arguments 


|against the contemplated reduction of 


the two battalions of Guards, in particular 
the 3rd Battalion of Coldstream Guards. 


|The Secretary of State for War said 
| in his great speech of the other day— 


‘* Efficiency must be tempered by justice.” 
Where is the justice in reducing the 
'Guards battalions by two ? According 
to him, there are seventy-one Line 
battalions at home and ten Guards 
‘battalions, Eight Line battalions are 
to be reduced against two Guards 
battalions ; a proportion of one in nine 
/to a proportion of one in five. Again 
I ask, Where is the justice? The 
greatest reason for the reduction of 
| the battalions iseconomy. The Secretary 
of State for War has said that the Guards- 
man is most expensive, and therefore 
his numbers ought to be reduced, but 
I would like to point out that the Guards, 
when mobilised for war, cost the country 


| £29 per man, and the Line £46 6s. per,man. 


By their short service system the 
have a large Reserve; this 
can be called into being by simply a 





ae ee ee 
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stroke of the Ministerial pen. The result 
of this we saw in the late war. Owing 
to these large Reserves, the Guards 
battalions went out to South Africa full 
strength, while very few Line battalions 
were in the same condition, without 
the assistance of the Militia. It is true 
that the Guards do not bear their share 
of going abroad on foreign service, but, 
at the same time, they constitute a 
striking force which can be used at once | 
in case of emergency. I have no need | 
to quote their past history; the names 
on their colours, such as Waterloo, 
Inkermann, Egypt, speak for them- 
selves, and the late war in South Africa 
shows that their efficiency and valour | 
are of the same high standard as they | 
were years ago. 





And now I come to the particularly 
hard case of the 3rd Coldstream Guards. 
This battalion was the first of the new | 
battalions to be raised; it was formed 
in 1897; the 3rd Battalion Scots in 
1899, and Irish Guards not till 1900. It | 
is true that the last regiment was raised 
during the reign of Her Most Gracious 
Majesty the late Queen Victoria, but 
so were the 3rd Battalions Coldstream | 
and Scots, to which battalions conse- 
crated colours were presented by Her 
late Majesty in person, and it will be 
admitted that Her Most Gracious Majesty 
had no greater preference for one batta- 
lion than for another. From the point 
of view of organisation for war and for 
economy of administration in peace, 
there can be no question of the advan- | 
tage of a regiment of three battalions as 
against two regiments, one of two batta- 
lions and one of one battalion. 


As regards the hardships of officers 
and non-commissioned officers, insepara- 
ble from reduction in either case, these | 
are more accentuated in the case of the | 
Coldstream than in the Irish Guards. | 
The latter are still young for their post- | 
tion compared with those of the Cold- 
stream. It would be comparatively 


| 
| 
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populous of the countries of the United 
Kingdom. The strength of the batta- 
lion at the present moment is thirty-six 
above its establishment. As regards 
officers, there is no lack of candidates. 
qualified for commissions, as is apparent 
from the fact that there are only 
four probationers in the Coldstream, 
as against sixteen in the Grenadiers, 
fourteen in the Scots, and three for one 
battalion only in the Irish. For the 
vacancies shown in the Army List {as 
existing in the Coldstream, six names 
selected from the eight eligible candidates 
likely to qualify this month have been 
sent in to the Military Secretary. Surely 
such facts would go far to justify special 
consideration being given to the Cold- 


stream, even supposing precedent to 


be on the side of a reduction of the regi- 


'ment, but precedent as it happens is 
| entirely against the reduction of the 3rd 


Battalion Coldstream. 


The history of the BritishArmy abounds 
in instances of increase for war and 
reduction at the conclusion of hostili-. 
ties. Since 1660 it has been the invart- 


|able practice, after a war, to- disband 


first new regiments in preference to 
extra battalions of old ones. The pre- 
sent situation has arisen after nearly 
every war of importance in which this 
country has been engaged; it has been 


| dealt with uniformly for over 240 years 


on a natural and logical principle, and 
it must surely require some very strong 


reason to justify a departure from 
historical precedent. Now, I do not 
believe such a reason exists. I will 


only quote one example to illustrate the 
disbandment on a well-defined principle. 
All through the eighteenth century 
several regiments had more than one 
battalion. These were, notably, First 
Guards and the Royal Scots (the 1st Line). 
When other regiments were disbanded 
the 2nd battalions of these regiments 
were maintained. 


In conclusion, accepting the necessity 





easy to absorb the officers and non-/ of a reduction of two in the battalions. 
commissioned officers of the Irish Guards | of Guards, considerations of precedent, 
into the regiments from which they/ of the relative seniority and length 
came, whereas in the Coldstream a reduc-| of service of the officers and non- 
tion of one battalion will affect promo- | commissioned officers, of economy of 
tion in all three battalions. The Cold- | administration in peace, and, above all, 
stream, beingan English regiment, draws | of efficiency for mobilisation in case of 
its recruits from England, the most! war, are all in favour of the reduction. 
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‘of the last formed single battalion of 
Irish Guards, instead of the Coldstream. 
To my mind, any reduction of the Guards 
-at the present time seems injudicious 
while there is unrest in Egypt, rebellion 
in Natal, with the increasing armaments 
of Germany, and the disturbed condition 
of Russia. I would therefore urge His 
Majesty’s Government to reconsider their 
decision in this matter, lest one day the 
nation should cry in vain, in the words 


of the Roman Emperor, “ Haldane, 
Haldane, give me back my Guards 
battalions.” 


*EarL ROBERTS: My Lords, like 
every one interested in the welfare and 
security of the Empire, I read with the 
most careful attention the statement 
made by the Secretary of State for War 
regarding the measures he proposed to 
adopt for the reorganisation of the 
forces of the King. With the convic- 
tion strong upon me that the majority 
of my fellow-countrymen have apparently 
forgotten the way in which their habitual 
complacency was disturbed only six 
years ago by the realisation of our un- 
preparedness for a serious war; with 
the promises freely made during the late 
election; and with the strongly-ex- 
pressed opinions of some of the Members 
who sit on the same side of the House 
of Commons as the Secretary of State 
for War fresh in my memory, I was pre- 
pared to hear that reductions, in some 
form or another, might possibly be cen- 
‘sidered unavoidable, but I never con- 
‘templated that any such serious reduc- 
tion as the right hon. Gentleman has 
given notice of would be attempted— 
a reduction by which 20,000 trained 
soldiers (42,000, indeed, according to the 
calculation made by the Military Corre- 
spondent of The Times) would be lost to 
the country before any steps had been 
taken—to use Mr. Haldane’s own words— 

‘** to reorganise the Army in such a fashion 
that it shall be fit for the only purpose for 
which an Army is needed—the purpose of war.” 
and at a time when so much unrest 
‘exists in various parts of the world. It 
was a relief to learn that no decrease in 
‘the cavalry is intended, and I earnestly 
hope that there will be none in the ar- 
tillery, seeing how few are the number 
of guns we possess in comparison with 
those which other Powers have at their 


Earl Temple. 
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disposal. We have less than half the 
number per 1,000 men that Russia has, 
and one-third less than Germany has; 
while—and this is a most important 
consideration—there are practically no 
guns for the Militia and Volunteers, or 
for the native portion of the Indian 
Army. 

As regards the infantry, while recog- 
nising that it may not be, for financial 
reasons, always possible to keep up in 
time of peace battalions of the same 
strength as are needed for war, I am filled 
with dismay at the decision to disband 
two battalions of the Guards and eight 
battalions of the Line at the present time. 
Some decrease in the number of the 
rank and file of the battalions might, 
perhaps, be carried out without very 
great danger, but the loss of ten whole 
battalions with their fuli complement 
of officers is a most serious matter, more 
especially when it must be remembered 
that we are just now no less than 7,000 
officers short for mobilisation purposes. 
It is in no carping spirit that I make 
these criticisms, but from a firm con- 
viction that, if the proposed reductions 
are carried out now from motives of 
false economy, troubles will assuredly arise 
resulting in far heavier expenses having 
to be met in the near future. 


The present disturbances in Natal are, 
I believe, principally due to every British 
soldier having been hurriedly withdrawn 
from that province by the late Govern- 
ment in spite of strongly-worded protests 
from the local authorities. So with 
regard to Egypt. Lulled by a fancied 
security, the garrison of that country 
was reduced some two years ago, only 
to be strengthened—permanently, it is 
said, this time—in consequence of a very 
general feeling of unrest. And now it is 
proposed to bring away from South 
Africa several batteries of field artillery 
and three battalions of infantry, just 
at the time when considerable excite- 
ment exists in that country, and 
when the natives, who outnumber 
the whites by something like ten to 
one, are showing that they are only 
kept from breaking out by the knowledge 
that there are a sufficient number of 
British troops to keep order. 


I should not be so fearful of the pro- 
posed reduction if we already had the 
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powers of expansion outside the regular 
Army recommended by the Royal Com- 
mission presided over by the noble Earl 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies, or 
if I could feel satisfied that Mr. Haldane’s 
scheme would give us, within any reason- 
ible time, these powers by the formation 
f a large potential Reserve of properly 
‘rained officers and men, sufficient not 
only for mobilisation purposes, but for 
replacing casualties in the field, the loss 
from disease, and other causes of serious 
wastage in modern warfare. This, I 
am convinced, is the only possible 
remedy for our present unpreparedness. 
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It is estimated, on competent authority, 
that a field force requires to replace, in 
the first year of conflict, no less than 100 
per cent. of its original numbers if its 
fighting efficiency is to be maintained. 
Russia in her last war with Turkey had 
to replace her troops in this proportion. 
The rate of wastage in the Manchurian 
campaign was even greater, and we must 
recognise that the final success of Japan 
in that great struggle was owing, less 
to the initial numbers placed in the field- 
than to the magnificent manner in which 
our allies kept their armies up to strength 
right down to the end of the war. There 
never has been a more convincing 
example of the indispensable necessity and 
priceless value of a national Reserve 
system. Not one of the hon. Members 
who took part in the debate in another 
place appears to have recognised the 
supreme importance of our having a large 
Reserve, sufficient and efficient in all 
respects. Mr. Haldane certainly said 
that we might rely— 

“in a supreme emergency on the whole 
strength of the Empire,” 

and that he was— 

“not in the least troubled by the alarmist 
cry of not finding any Reserves behind the 


Regular forces of the Crown unless you resort 
to compulsory service,” 

and that 

“the keenness and the willingness of our 
people to give up time to Volunteering and 
the study of military organisation is one of 
the striking features we have to deal with,” 

Such opinions expressed by a Secretary 
of State for War, when laying before 
the Committee of the House of Com- 
mons a— 

“full statement . . . of the Cabinet’s 


proposals regarding the reorganisation of the 
forces of the King,” 
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cause me the gravest concern. I am at 
a loss to understand how, after the 
experience of the past, anyone can take 
such an optimistic view of— 


“the keenness and willingness of our people: 
to give up time to Volunteering,” 


considering the small number of men, as 
compared with the population, who have 
ever in the past shown any desire to join 
the auxiliary forces, and the strongly 
expressed opinion of Lord Elgin’s and 
the Duke of Norfolk’s Commissions, as 
to the unfitness of the members of those: 
forces to be placed in the field against an 
organised enemy. 


I much wonder whether it is realised 
that, out of an adult male population of 
fighting age in this country, estimated at 
over 11,000,000, hardly one man in fifty 
is enrolled in the Volunteer ranks, and I 
should much like to know what the 
Secretary of State for War thinks of 
“the keenness and willingness” shown 
by the remaining forty-nine. I readily 
admit that there is no lack of keenness 
on the part of the public in giving their 
views on the difficult and technical 
subject of military organisation. Every 
one seems to know exactly how the Army 
should be organised ; indeed, during the 
last few years War Office administration 
and Army organisation have been so 
constantly changed to meet the views of 
these self-opinionated critics that one 
can scarcely wonder at the public being, 
as the noble Marquis the Leader of the 
Opposition put it the other day, puzzled 
with regard to the whole subject. This 
state of bewilderment is likely, I fear, to 
continue, for while on the one hand two 
Royal Commissions have pointed out in 
the clearest possible terms the unfitness 
of the auxiliary forces for war and 
the necessity for their being infinitely 
better trained than they are at present, 
on the other we learn from the War 
Minister’s statement that no practical 
system of military training is contem- 
plated; that the training is to be left 
to the people themselves; in Mr. 
Haldane’s own words- 

‘they are to train themselves and organise 
themselves.” : 

I understand what a national Army 
means, and I am endeavouring by all 
means in my power to get my fellow- 
countrymen to realise how essential 
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it is for the safety of this country and the 
Empire that we should have a national 
Acmy, but such an Army as Mr. Haldane 
proposes will not in any sense be a 
national Army, and it certainly will not 
“be fit for the only purpose for which ” 
—as he nightly says—“an Army is 
needed—the purpose of war.” 





{LORDS} 





You must remember that the “ task 
of the Army ”—the purpose for which it 
exists, as very properly laid down by | 
Mr. Haldane, is for war over-seas, and | 
Tam at a loss to understand how anyone | 
can imagine that men trained and or- | 
ganised according to their own lights | 
can ever be fitted for such a purpose. 1 | 
rejoice at the determination of the | 
Government to make it incumbent on the | 
Militia to serve abroad in time of war; | 
anJobligation which, in my opinion, must | 
be extended to the Yeomanry. Of all | 
the proposals made by the Secretary of 
State, this one is the most practical, and 
[ venture to think that a closer connection | 
between the regular Army and those | 
two ‘portions of the auxiliary forces will | 
be advantageous to both services. | 


a if 
, Now we come to the Volunteers. It | 


is proposed to place upon them a very | 
responsible duty—namely, the garni | 
soning of the great naval forts, to repel | 

| 


raids—such raids being not so “ very 
unlikely ” in my opinion as the Secretary 
of State for War thinks, and— 

“to be a sort of second Re-erve for the 
Regular Army.” 

I am again at a loss to understand 
what ‘‘ a sort of second Reserve ” means, 
nor is it apparent how many Volunteers | 
would be available for this purpose. If 
the Army is to be called upon to take 
part in a great war, either for the defence 
of India or on account of “ Continental 
complications,” an infinitely larger Re- 
serve than the balance of the Volunteer 
force could furnish will be needed. It 
is necessary that this fact should be 
realised, and that there should be no 
uncertainty as to the number of men 
that could be placed and maintained 
in the theatre of war, a necessity that 
neither Mr. Haldane nor any of the hon. 
Members who spoke on the subject in 
the House of Commons seemed to have 


appreciated. 





T am aware that if the war were to be 
-on the North-Western Frontier of India it 
Earl Loberts. 
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might not bs necessary to despatch from 
this country, at once, enough men to 
bring the Army of India up to the strength 
that would eventually be needed—not 
less in my opinion than 500,000 men— 
but that number would assuredly be re- 
quired before very long, in a far shorter 
time than that in which men could be 
trained and a Reserve formed if no 
organisation existed, and if the men on 
whom we would have to depend to form 
it were left “to train themselves and to 
organise them-selves. ”’ 


Army Scheme. 


Again, if we were required to deal 
with a ‘Continental situation,” a 
striking force of much greater strength 


| than 150,000 men would, in my humble 


opinion, be needed, if not at the very 
outset, long before any large number 
of reinforcements could be trained. 
We should under these circumstances be 
fighting against a most carefully organized 
army between two and three millions 
strong, and thoroughly fitted in all re- 
spects for war, the commanders of which 
would be fully ’cognisant of our unpre- 
paredness and would give us as little 
breathing time as possible. I doubt 
whether it is realised by many persons in 
in this country that the Continental 
armies, behind their vast mobilised 
strength, possess practically unlimited 
reserves. In Germany, for instance, 
though it is usually supposed that only 
about 435,000,000 men would be subject 
to&the extreme demand of the State, 
there are altogether actually no less than 
10,000,000 men over fighting age who 
have passed through the ranks at one 
period or another. It is true that these 
enormous numbers are not nominally 
liable for service in the first instance, 
but they exist, and would be available 
for the last emergency. 


The voluntary system has, in the last 
hundred years, been applied under every 
possible variation to every one of our 
heterogeneous military forces. The four 
branches of our military organisations, 
each competing with the other for recruits 
and financial support, are, in themselves, 
the outcome of the desire to suit the 
varied circumstances of men in all 
positions of life. The terms of enlist- 
ment for the regular Army have been 
vacied every few years, the physic?! 


‘standard has been lowered, the pay 
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has been increesed, the food, accom- 
modation, and comfort of the soldier 
have been enormously improved. A 
similar process has taken place in 
all branches of the Auxiliary Forces. 
Financial concessions, increased grants, 
and extended privileges have gone hand 
in hand with more elastic requirements 
3s to efficiency. Yet what is the result ? 
The verdict of the Elgin and Norfolk 
Commissions was a complete condemna- 
tion of the efficiency of the forces ob- 
tained under the purely voluntary system; 
both Mr. Haldane and Mr. Arnold- 
Forster declare that it is enormously 
costly, and, as regards numbers, the 
Army Estimates show that the Regular 
forces are 17,000, the Militia 37,000, and 
the Volunteers 102,000 short of their 
establishment. 


The voluntary system, under a high- 
sounding name, is simply a method by 
which men who can afford to do so pay 
others to perform a necessary task for 
them. As regards the Regular Army 
the essential function of which is to 
garrison our oversea dominions, the 
principle is perfectly legitimate and 
reasonable, and its success depends 
simply upon the readiness of men to 
take up a military career for the price 
offered—a readiness which has always 
been in inverse ratio to the progress of 
industry and the growth of luxury. 
But, when the voluntary system is 
applied to the Reserve forces of a nation, 
as in the case of our Volunteers, it is 
merely an unfair method of getting the 
willing and the patriotic to do for their 
country a service which can only be 
properly done if it is shared by all. The 
inevitable result of a great struggle fought 
under the voluntary system would be 
that the defence of the country would fall 
entirely on the thoughtful, patriotic 
men who had prepared themselves be- 
forehand, and the nation would lose a 
large proportion of her best citizens and 
‘truest-hearted men whomit could ill afford 
to spare, while it would be left with 
‘those who had neglected their plain duty, 
and who the country could well do 
wit hout. 


The system is essentially unjust, though 
ithe injustice may be hidden under fine 
phrases, and condoned by people glad to 
avoid the obligation which they prefer 
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ito fulfil by proxy, and under such a 
| system the standard of efficiency has no 
direct connection with the idea of prepara- 
tion for war. It is simply the standard 
accepted by men who, having other 
occupations which cannot be interfered 
with, are not able to afford the financial 
loss which any raising of the standard 
involves. What would be thought of a 
| proposal to raise taxes by voluntary con- 
| tributions, or how could we hope to run 
}any business on the understanding that 
the employes would turn up for work as 
often as it suited their convenience ? 
| The absurdity of such an idea strikes us 
at once, yet this is precisely the principle 
on which we carry on the most serious 
business with which a nation can be 
i called upon to deal—the defence of its 
safety in a great struggle for existence. 





It is quite clear to me that we shall 
never have an Army upon which we 
can depend for the defence not only of 
the Empire, but of these islands, until 
our fellow-countrymen realise the fact 
that a very large Reserve will be needed, 
and that both officers and men must be 
properly trained. Owing to our insular 
| position, and to our never having had 
| (until the South African War) to fight 
out battles without the assistance of 
allies, this fact has never been brought 
home to the people, and now, notwith- 
standing the experience of our short- 
comings gained in the late war, instead of 
their being plainly told that they must in 
future depend upon themselves, and 
that the safety of their homes and of this 
great Empire cannot be secured unless 
they are prepared to undergo a certain 
amount of self-sacrifice, they are led to 
believe that the Regular Army is unneces- 
sarily large, and that all that is needed in 
the matter of reinforcements, when war 
breaks out, can be provided in ample 
time by an insufficiently trained and 
insufficiently officered Auxiliary force. 





As I said in this House last vear, the 
Army may be reformed to the end of 
time, its svstem of administration may 
be changed as often as the Government 
of the day may see fit to change it, and 
yet we shall be no nearer than we are at 
present to the solution of our difficulties 
as regards our having the kind of 
Army we require for our peuliar needs 
and responsibilities That solution, m+ 
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Lords, must depend upon the people 
identifying themselves with the Army, | 
and realising that it is not only a duty 
but a privilege for every man to be able 
to defend his country, and, within cer- | 
tain limits of age, to be prepared to take | 
his part in the ‘defence of the Empire. 


I was taunted when I last spoke in this | 


House with being an advocate for con- 


scription, and long extracts were read by | 


the noble Earl the Under-Secretary of 
State for War from some report, 
showing the enormous expense that 
would be incurred, and the hardship 
that would be entailed, by conscription 
being made applicable to this country. 
In reply to the noble Earl, I would again 
repeat, what I have frequently stated 
before, that conscription as understood 
by Continental nations is inapplicable to 
this country. The greater portion of 
our Army is always serving abroad, 
and an army which has to serve abroad 
could not possibly be kept up by the 
Continental system of service. But 
besides this Army we have the Auxiliary 
forces. For these forces conscription, as 
understood by Continental nations, is not 
necessary either, for the duty cf garrison- 
ing the country is not required of them. 
Their existence at all, however, is a tacit 
acknowledgment on the part of the nation 
that more men are required for war 
purposes than can be provided by the 
Regular Army. In other words, that, in 
the event of a great national emergency, 
we should be deficient in fighting men 
unless the Regular Army can be sup- 
plemented by other means. 


What I want to see, my Lords, is the 
principle of the duty of national defence 
applied to this country—the principle 
which lays down that it is the duty of 
every man to be trained, and trained 
thoroughly, for the defence of his country. 
The spirit that existed for centuries from 
the days of our Saxon forefathers in our 
old constitutional force—the 
the spirit which founded our military 
glory upon the fields of Creey and 
Poictiers, when we possessed the only 
national organisation in Europe. I want 


to see this body of men, whether it is) 


called the Auxiliary forces, or the national | 


Army, or the territorial Army—I want | 


to see them trained for the only purpose 


for which we are justified in spending 


Earl Roberts. 
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;money on them—namely, the supple- 
| menting of our small Regular Army, 
whenever it is found that that Army is 
| not numerically strong enough to carry 
_ through its task alone. 


| Surely there is all the difference in the 
|world between a nation, every man of 
which is obliged to serve in the ranks of 
the Regular Army and perform, as is the 
case on the Continent, while in those 
ranks, all the onerous duties of a regular 
soldier during times of peace and for 
small wars, and a nation which, while 
maintaining a Regular Army for foreign 
service, asks every man to undergo such 
a training as will fit him to take a useful 
part in a great national emergency, when 
every true Briton would certainly volun- 
teer, and only the shirkers, the unpat- 
riotic, and the disloyal would be content 
to remain passive. 


I must confess that the present state of 
the national temper fills me with deep 
misgiving. It is the old story so often 
repeated in the annals of human nature, 
so familiar to us in the case of individuals, 
and so often and so disastrously exem- 
plified in the history of nations. The 
gravest warnings are forgotten when the 
immediate emergency is passed. In fact 
it isa case of When— 

“The Devil was sick, the Devil a monk 


would be. 

‘The Devil was well, the Devil a monk 
was he.” 

Democracies like ours, occupied by 


many issues in the hurried and con- 
fused distractions of Party politics, are 
too easily lulled into a false security by 
superficially reassuring symptoms, in 
which no solid guarantee of safety 
exists. No nation in the world’s history 
has ever been allowed to continue for 
long upon such easy terms as we at 


present enjoy. We are led into an 
entirely false dependence by reason 
|of our alliances. But I would ask 


whether we grasp clearly what that 
| dependence really means. Paradoxical 
| as it may seem, the maintenance of the 
' voluntary system of this country, dis- 
'pensing with a real national Reserve, 
and involving drastic reductions in our 
barely adequate peace establishment, 
is only possible at the present moment 
because of the success of universal service 
in another country. Our alliance with 
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Japan, as I need not remind you, is the 
foundation of the present diplomatic 
security upon which we rely. The 
advantages of that alliance are mainly 
lerived by both the partners to it from 
the success of the Japanese in the late 
war with Russia. 


But the success of the Japanese again 
vas secured because of the adoption by 
shat enlightened and progressive nation— 
vho, like ourselves, are islanders and a 
iaval as well as a military people—of 
chat patriotic system of national service 
first introduced nearly 100 years ago 
in preparation for the great German 
struggle for liberty. Our allies in the 
Far Eastern conflict spent the utmost 
of their strength without stint. They 
mobilised their whole resources by land 
and sea. Although the issue was decided 
in a theatre of war comparatively close 
to their own shores, if we judge by the 
Imperial standard of distance, they 
needed all the resources they possessed. 
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| 





They had to call into play the full power | 


of the great national reserve formed by 
the system of general manhood training. 
That national system, adopted by Japan 
alter the Continental model, prevailed 
where no other system could have hoped 
to prevail, and nothing but the success of 
universal service in the 
war and the treaty which followed enables 
us to continue our own voluntary system, 
to reduce our military Estimates, to cut 
down the artillery and infantry of our 
Regular Army, and to flatter ourselves 
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duces, that the voluntary system is 


breaking down. 


If we are to have an Army sufficient in 
all respects to meet our requirements 
without incurring a heavy expenditure, 
the voluntary system must be aban- 
doned, so far as the national Reserve 
portion is concerned. Under present 
conditions we can have an Army without 
economy or economy without an Army. 
We cannot have both together unless we 
apply the lessons of the South African 
war, with a boldness equivalent to the 
severity of those lessons, by a total re- 
construction of our machinery. There 
is considerable force, my Lords, in the 
demand for economy, but if we reduce 
our Regulars before we have actually 
provided the organised Reserve to re- 
place them, we shall be undertaking 
more serious risks than any possible 
saving of money under the voluntary 
system can be worth. Let the great and 
patriotic task of providing a Reserve by 
training the general manhood of the 
nation—much to their moral and physical 
advantage in every walk of life—let 


| that work beat last earnestly undertaken 





with the fallacious hope that we can | 


maintain our vast Asiatic dominion with- 
out following the example of other 
nations. 


Our Empire can never endure upon 
iy other basis than our own ability to 
defend it successfully, and without a 
national Reserve it cannot be defended 
at all, for even a victorious Army without 
the means of continuous reinforcements 
behind it must disappear. And, my 
Lords, this great Reserve, whether it be 


in the form of a national Militia or under | 


some such territorial organization as 
proposed by the Secretary of State for 
War, cannot be provided upon a volun- 
tary basis except at a prohibitive cost. 
It is clearly, my Lords, upon the ques- 
tion of the expense entailed, by com- 
parison with the number of men it pro- 


VOL, CLXI. [FourtH SERIEs.] 


and I do not think it will be difficult to 
devise a system by which every able- 


Sticaiaiitess | bodied man shall receive sufficient train- 
Wanchurl | . . . 
: |. | ing to enable him to take his place in the 


ranks in time of a great national crisis 
without his having to join the Army as a 
Regular soldier, and with as little inter- 
ference as possible with his civil calling. 

It is quite possible, my Lords, that 
with a system of this kind you might 
be able to make an even more sweeping 
reduction than is now contemplated 


-and obtain complete Imperial security 


without increasing the present expendi- 
ture. It might be found possible to 
reduce the cost of an Army which is not 
prepared for war, while it remains with- 
out an efficient and sufficient Reserve, 
and also the cost of the Auxiliary Forces 
which do not supply a real Reserve, and 
are not “ auxiliary ” in any true meaning 
of the word. My Lords, this is indeed 
the only alternative to vast expenditure. 
I hope that this country willaccept it in 
tim: to escape the fate of those nations 
which were repeatedly warned in vain. It 
seems to me that peoples and empires 
have never been taken unawares. When 
we look back upon history we see that 
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those overt:ken by the greatest dis- 
asters have been incredibly blind to 
the meaning of what was passing around 
them, and to the plainest warnings. I 
pray, my Lords, that we may not be so 
overtaken, and that we may use the pro- 
vidential interval which our present 
alliances and friendships give us so as to 
ensure that we shall hand down unim- 
paired to posterity the Empire we have 





recerved from our forefathers. 
Tue Duke or BEDFORD: My) 
Lords, in the case of the Regular 


Army we have been informed of the 
number of battalions it is proposed to 
reduce, but in reference to the Militia we 
know there is to be reduction, but we do 
not know the extent, I note that the 
Secretary of State for War says in his 
statement— 

“ We propose to take the 124 battalions of 
Militia we have now ; to review them, to lop 
off weak battalions, to consolidate them so as 
to make more efticient battalions, and to put 
behind every Regular battalion of the Home 
Army a third or Militia battalion.” 


There are seventy-one battalions of 
the Regular Army at home, so that if 
each battalion had a third or Militia 
battalion, that would mean a reduction 
from 124 battalions to seventy-one. 
That is a reduction of fifty-three batta- 
lions. In the case of the consolidation 
of Militia battalions that can, I believe, 
be effected only by Act of Parliament, 
whereas the Secretary of State for War 
ean disband any Militia battalion. I 
trust the noble Earl the Under-Secre- 
tary of State for War will be able to give 
some information as to the nature of 
the reductions in the Militia. The 
Government, moreover, intend to change 
the conditions of service in the Militia. 
Under our system of voluntary enlist- 
ment that means a re-arrangement of 
the terms between employer and em- 
ploved, and the question arises whether 
employer and employed will come into 
agreement or whether they will not. 


I propose, therefore, to invite your 
Lordships’ attention, first, to the present 
conditions of service in the Militia ; 
secondly, to the conditions which the 
Government seek to impose upon the 
Militia; and lastly, to the exact form 
of service which the Militia, at least as 


{LORDS} 





far as I understand the feeling of the 
Eurl Roberts. 
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force, is prepared to offer to the country. 
I must explain that I am dealing only 
with the Infantry Militia, and conse- 
quently by organised unit I mean a 
battalion of infantry. 


Your Lordships are aware that there 
are two distinct policies regarding the 
use of the Militia. The Militia may be 
regarded as a Line recruiting agency in 
time of peace, and for passing drafts into 


/the Army in time of war, or it may be 


regarded as a seli-contained force of the 


}second line, designed to expand the 


Regular Army in the field by organised 
units. In the first case it is a draft-pro- 
viding force, and in the second it is an 
expanding force, the distinction between 
reinforeing by drafts and expanding by 
units being as follows. ff a Militia 
battalion is sent to take its place in 
the field alongside a Line _ battalion, 
you will have two battalions where 
you formerly had one, That is ex- 
pansion by units. On the other hand, 
if men are drafted from the Militia 
battalion into the Line — battalion, 
then where there was one battalion you 
remain with one battalion. There is no 
expansion of units, there is only re-inforce- 
ment by drafts. 


Until the recent statement on Army 
organisation made by the Secretary of 
State for War, the necessity for expansion 
outside the linits of the regular Army 
was universally considered to be the 
great lesson which we had learnt feom our 
experience in the South African war. 
But H's Majesty’s Goverrment have 
rejected the finding of the Elgin Com- 
mission on the need for organised ex- 
pansion outside the limits of the regular 
Army. They propose to provide an 
expeditionary force of 150,000 men to be 
maintained for six months by drafts of 
50,000 men derived from many sources. 
But after the first six months this force 
is without any means of expansion by 
organised units. The provision of the 
new battalions, regiments and_ batteries 
which we must create if the calamity of 
war with a first class Power comes upon 
us, is left to the spontaneous patriotism 
of the masses, stimulated by the strain 
and stress of a great war, and guided into 
military channels by local associations 
controlled by civilians. 
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His Majesty’s Government, then, having | 


decided against the policy of expansion 


outside the limits of the Regular Army | 


by organised units, consequently require 
the Militia to be a Line recruiting agency 
and a draft-providing force for the 
Regular Army. I note that the Secre- 
tary of State for War in his statement 
says-— 

“The Militia must accept the obligation to 
yo abroad in time of war, and to form a first 
line of drafts for the Regular Army in the 
field.” 

But before the Government can effect 
this, a constitutional transformation of 
the Militia will be necessary. The Militia 
aut the present moment is governed by 
the Militia Act of 1882. There are 
several points in that Act to which I 
must draw your Lordships’ attention. 
First, under Section L3 of the Act the oath 
of allegiance taken by the Militiaman binds 
jim to serve in the Militia and not inthe 
Regular Army. Secondly, by Section 
lv of the Act the Militia is enlisted for 
service in the United Kingdom only, and 
not for service 
Section 8 the Militiamen is enlisted in a 
certain county for service in the Militia 
regiment belonging to that county : and 
lastly, by Section 4, subsection 4, he 
cannot be transterred from the battalion 
into which he enlists to any other bat- 
talion in the service, except by his own 
consent. In these provisions rests the 
whole nature of Militia service as dis- 
tinguished from Line service, and none 
of them can be revoked or varied except 


overseas, 


by Act of Parliament. Such are the 
present conditions of service in the 
Militia. 


I now come to those conditions which 
the Government desire to impose upon the 
Militia. The Militiaman is bound by his 
oath of allegiance to serve in the Militia 
and not in the Regular Army. Now I 
note that the Secretary of State for War 
says— 


‘“What we are anxious to do is to take the 


Militia battalions and make them battalions | | : 
: ‘intents and purposes soldiers of the 


of the Regular Army.” 

Very well, then the Government must 
alter the Militiaman’s oath accordingly. 
By altering the Militiaman’s oath from 
Militia service to Army service, the whole 
Militia, as it has hitherto existel as a 
national institution in this country, is 
abolished. 


transferred to any corps. 
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Thirdly, by | 


| gambling 
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enlisted for service abroad. But lam not 
sure if the Militiaman is to take the 
liability for foreign service at the moment 


of enlistment or to become liable for 
foreign service when the Militia is 
embodied by Parliament. It makes a 


great difference to the Militia, and I beg 
to refer the point to the noble Earl the 
The 
question of foreign service for the Militia 
on embodiment was before your Lor«d- 
ships’ House last vear. As far as I am 
aware, Militiamen are quite ready to 
accept foreign service enlistment on em- 
bodiment, but upon the conditions 
offered last year and not on the terms 
proposed this year. 


Lastly, the Government require the 
Militiaman to surrender his immunity 
from drafting. No Militiaman can at 
present be transferred from the battalion 
into which he first enlists without his own 
consent. The Government propose to with- 
draw this provision of the Act of 1882 to 
enable them to draft the Militia to the 
Line. Now this immunity from drafting is 
very dear to the Militiaman. A Militiaman, 
if he wishes to go to the Army, will do 
so directly after joining the Militia, but, 
if he remains in the Militia, it is because 
he means to have nothing to do with 
the Regular Army and means to serve 
in the Militia regiment into which 
he enlisted and in no other. 


The whole question of foreign service 
enlistment for the Militia turns upon this 
point of drafting Militiamen to the Line. 
Previous to and during the South African 
War, there was a form of enlistment in 
the Militia which has recently been 
abolished, known as the Militia Reserve. 
It was a complicated form of enlistment 
under which men took a new oath and 
accepted service in the Reserve of the 
Regular Army, and received a sovereign 
a year. It was then enacted by the 
Reserve Forces Act that when Militiamen 
so enlisted were called out for service 
with the Line, they became for all 


Regular Forces, and were liable to be 
This form 
of service was accepted by the men in a 
spirit. Many won in the 
sense that they got their sovereign a 
year for many years, completed their 


Next the Militiaman is to be | term of service in the Militia, and were 
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never sent to the Regular Army. Many 
were hard hit by the South African 
War, when the Militia Reserve was sent 
to the Regular Army and drafted in 
all directions. It proved a most un- 
popular form of service, not because the 
men objected to going abroad, but 
because they objected to being drafted 
to the Line. It has been abolished, 
but the recollection is fresh in the minds 
of the men. 


The Secretary of State for War has | 
admirably described the result of this | 
form of service on the Militia. In the 
month cf Maich last the right hon, 
Gentleman said— 


**T should like to see the Militiaman used, 
not in the disastrous manner 
until a very short time ago. 
institution very valuable for military purposes, 
almost a pure Regular Reservist. 
the system under which the Militia was first 
bled white for the Regular Army, and then 
asked to vo in their depleted battalions to fight. 
It was fatal to the Militia and it has never 
recovered,” 


It comes therefore in the nature of a 
surprise to the Militia that His 
Majesty’s Government in July proposes 


{LORDS |} 
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| commanding officers explaining to their 
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particular company in a_ water-tight 
compartment in the Line battalion ? 
Of course not; it must be absorbed 
into the Line battalion just as a draft 
going out from the Line, and the sooner 
the better. The Militia company officers 
will, I presume, be the junior officers 
of their rank on joining the Line bat- 
talion, and thus the Militia officers and 
men will pass away from their own bat- 
talion under the command of Line officers. 
| I am confident that this system of draft- 
ing will not be accepted either by the 
company officers or by the men of the 
Militia. 


Army Scheme. 


The only way of persuading the 
Militiamen now serving to accept foreign 
service enlistment is by means of the 


men the altered conditions of the defence 
of the Empire and of the United King- 
dom which require foreign service en- 


| listment, and secondly by assuring them 


that their interests will be as securely 
safeguarded by Parliament in the future 
as they are at presert. But since the 


| Government propose to alter the Militia 


to establish the exact system of service | 


for the whole Militia which was con- 


demned by the Secretary of State for | 


War in March as fatal for the Militia, 
when applied to a section of that force. 


Of course, to furnish a first line of 
drafts for the Regular Army in the field 
is drafting in its widest sense. But 


apparently the drafting is to be qualified | 
by drafting from the Militia battalion | 


by companies under their own officers 
to the territorial battalion. 
very well in the ears of the public, 
who know nothing about drafting, but 
to the Militiaman who does know about 
drafting, it brings no mitigation of the 
evil. 
Militia battalion is concerned whether you 
draft by companies, by sections, or by 
the individual. All alike bleed the 
battalion. A battalion once having sent 
one or two companies to the Line can 
never take the field, except in a miser- 
ably depleted condition, exactly the 
same as in the South African war. If 
a Militia company is to be ordered 
abroad under its own officers as a draft 
to its Line battalion, is it possible, is it 
likely, or is it desirable to keep that 


The Duke of Bedford. 


It does not matter as far as the | 





That sounds | 


Act of 1882 on the subject of drafting, 
it will be necessary to explain that 
alteration to the men, and also to say 
that at the same moment when they are 
asked to accept the additional liability 
for foreign service, they are required 
to surrender that immunity from draft- 
ing now conferred upon them by Act 
of Parliament. Finally, that for making 
themselves liable for a much more onerous 
and to them distasteful form of service, 
namely, drafting, they are to receive 
nothing. 


If the Militia is to be changed into 
a draft-providing force for the Line, 
the position of the commanding officer 
becomes as follows: He must advise 
his men to accept foreign service enlist- 
ment on the score of duty and patriotism. 
He must at the same time inform them 
that he himself is never likely to take 
them abroad in person. He is to ask 
his men to serve under his command in 
peace, and to hand them over to some- 
one else in time of war, presumably 
because he himself is considered incom- 
petent to go with them. That is an 
intolerable position for a commanding 
officer. 
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1 now come to that form of service | listment, because if there is no Militia- 
which I believe the Militia to be quite | man there is no Militia, I would consider 
realy to offer to the country. I think| for a moment the policy of changing all 
that the Militia would agree to enlistment | the Militia into a drafting force for 
for foreign service on embodiment, pro-|the Regular regiments. In the first 
vided always that the provisions of the | place, it prohibits the expansion of the 
Militia Act of 1882 regarding drafting| Regular Army by the only force which 
remain in force. The Militia desire to} can furnish organised units for that 
remain and to serve as Militia and not| purpose and which did so during the 
be converted into Regular battalions. | recent war. In the second place, so long 
The ambition of the Militia is to become | as the administration of the War Office 
a properly organised self-contained force | rely on skimming the Militia, they will 
as the second line of the Regular Army, | become careless about the condition of 
and for the purpose of expanding the|the Army Reserve. Before the South 
Regular Army by organised units. It} African war we had seven years colour 
would seek to become better both in| service and five in the Reserve. After 
quality and in quantity, in quality by a|the South African war, we had three 
longer recruits’ training; in quantity | years colour service and nine in the 
by, if possible, a shorter annual training, | Reserve; then nine years colour ser- 
thus mitigating that dislocation of civil] vice and three in the Reserve. Now 
life which keeps so many men out of the | it is to revert to seven years colour 
Militia. It would aim at fitness to pro-| service and five in the Reserve. How 
ceed abroad after a short period of em-|can there be any steady flow in or out 
bodied training. With the definite and | of the Reserve with such violent fluctua- 
important duty of acting as the second | tions of service? But so long as the 
line of the Regular Army, all brand of | War Office can skim the Militia they 
inferiority would be removed from the}can embark with a light heart and a 
Militia, and the whole status of the | light head on those disastrous experi- 
force would be raised. ments we have seen tried on the Reserve. 
Moreover, skimming the Militia and not 
‘aring for what is left after that process 
has been done, is in itself a wasteful 
policy. 





| 
| 
Such, then, are the services, which, ar 
I beheve, the Militia is ready to offer | 
to the country. I regret therefore to | 
perceive from the statement of | 
the Secretary of State for War | Mow what kad of force ait the 
that service of this nature is not likely | Government have created when they 
to be accepted at the present moment by | have turned the Militia into pure Regular 
his Department. The Government have | Roseryists for drafting purposes to the 
made it quite clear that they will only|y;ine2 Tt will be an entirely new 
retain those men who give them exactly | Force. It should come under the 
the form of foreign service which they! pocerye Forces Act and not under 
require. Therefore, the Militia must be |p. Militia Act. It will be unattrac- 
prepared, since for the moment their) tive as far as commanding officers 
services are supposed to be of no value}... concerned for the reasons I have 
to the country, to have their SefVICeS | siven. Then as to company officers ; 
dispensed with, If His Majesty's | j: it likely that anyone in civil life will 
1 
Government are able to place their assume such a serious liability as that of 
hands at any time upon men who are foreign service for the sake of the dreary 
willing to give them the exact form of} . 44 uninspiring surroundings of a mere 
—— stir = pis —— ba drafting force? As to men, you will 
is Majesty’s Government lave solve certainly not get those men who are 
the whole problem of the British Army. | 76, ady to give Militia service and not Line 
Thave no doubt that they will tell us the | ice because they mean to serve in 
solution in due season. They have not} 4}. Militia and not in the Regular Army. 
done so yet. You will get a great number of under- 
. . + 4 ss 7O ry rave f, ou 
Passing from the likes and dislikes of | sized boys, provided always that 
the individual Militiaman, an all| have a considerably lower standard for 
important point under voluntary en-!the Militia than for the Line. These 
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boys will enlist because they are dead- 
beats in civil life, but they will join the 
Line as soon as they reach the minimum 
standard. They must do that for they 
are not good enough for the civil labour 
market. 


Under these conditions I beg to ask 
how is the Government going to keep the 
ranks of this new force full of Regular | 
Reservists ? But this is not a question 
of what is better for the Militia or better 
for the Line, any more than in the case | 
of reductions in the Regular Army it ought 
to be a question of what is fair to the 
Guards and unfair to the Line. If the | 
Guards battalions add more quickly | 
to the Reserve of the Army that is the 
point to consider. It is not a question 
of what is better for any particular Force, 
but what is best for the combined effi- 
ciency of all Forces. The feeling of the 
Militia is that the policy of expansion as 
defined by the Elgin Commission is the 
right one, and that is the form of service 
they offer to the country. 


Tue Earn or PORTSMOUTH: My\ 
Lords, I do not know whether it is 
necessary for me to mention that I shall | 
be perfectly willing to give the noble 
Karl who raised this question, the 
statistics for which he has asked. Be- | 
fore I attempt to deal with the several 
criticisms which have been raised by 
several speakers in this House and by! 
letters in the public Press, I wish to 
remind vour Lordships that to those who | 
maintain that any reduction in the Army 
is Inexpedient my reply is that the public | 
in general and His Majesty's Govern- 
ment in particular have decided that 
the public interest demands a reduction ; | 


this is in the interest of the Army as we! | 
as of the public. | 


The Army must be saved from any | 
sudden stroke. We are not prepared to 
to any violent reduction in the 
Army and this we feel might have come 
at any time if we had not shown that | 
within the limits of reason and reasonable | 
requirements we recognised as fully as 
anyone the need for economy. This is 
a question which is not one of any 
particular Department, but in the decision 
of which, my noble friend Lord 
Grimthorpe said in his admirable speech 
of July 10th, we have to weigh general 

Tie Duke of Redjord, 


agree 


as 
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| expenditure necessary ? 


| that governs all other Votes. 


-of policy. 
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considerations, the probable exigencies 
of our foreign affairs, and the condition 
of the public finances. The annual cost 
of the Army has risen during the last ten 
years by £10,000,000, or 30 per cent., 
and the number of men nearly 50,000. 


Army Scheme. 


It seems to be clear that the late 


| Government were realising the public ob- 


ligation that was daily forcing itself upon 
their minds as to the necessity of economy. 
I do not think that the late Prime Minis- 
ter would contradict me were I to say 
that in 1904 he was elaborating a scheme 
of very considerable reductions both in 
battalions and establishments, and the late 
Secretary of State for War expressed him- 
self very emphatically in that direction ina 
Paper presented to the House of Commons 


on July 14th, 1904. In that Paper, 
summarising his re-orgar.isation _ pro- 


posals, Mr. Arnold-Forster says— 


“ But the country wishes to see this addition 
(the automatic increase in Estimates) wiped off 
and a great economy made also. The country 
is right ; but it must be clearly understood that 
‘he who wishes the end wishes the means.’ 
It is of no use to say there must be great re- 
ductions in Army expenditure, if everybody 
concerned resolutely refuses to accept any 
reduction in those items which involve 
expenditure.” 


Mr. Arnold-Forster went on to say— 


“What is it that makes our great Army 
‘There can be but one 
answer. It is the number of men we employ. 
Can we spend less money with fewer men? 
Undoubtedly we can. In the Navy it is the 


| Shipbuilding Vote that is the principal item of 
| cost. 


In the Army it is the number of men 
y If we want to 
spendiless money we must have fewer men.” 


Well, my Lords, we want to spend less 
money ; our mandate from the country 
is to spend less money, therefore we must 


| have fewer men. 


| notice without any excessive sur- 
prise that in his letters to The Times 
newspaper the late Secretary of State 
for India, who assumes with the late 
Secretary for War to be our special 
mentor upon War Office administration, 
says nothing as to any general continuity 
He is as detached in his 
reference to his predecessor as his 
successor is in regard to his exploits, 
but if, as Mr. Brodrick says in _ his 
letters, we have incurred a_ national 
calamity and surrender, he has turned 
his artillery against the late Secretary 
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of State, his own colleague, quite as| become naval 


much as against us. 


Accepting as an accomplished fact 
that the Government have as a general 
principle decided to make reductions, I 
I feel that your Lordships will be in- 
terested to hear some of the details of 
our proposals, and I think when they 
are examined much misapprehension will 
be removed as regards any of 
military efficiency and as regards any 
hardship to the personnel of the Army 
itself. Our task is to make the best use 
of the funds at our disposal, to cut down 
ruthlessly whatever makes for show in 


loss 


order to concentrate our expenditure 
upon developing fighting _ efficiency. 


{24 JuLty 1906} 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


; your 


And when I am speaking of fight-| 


I would venture 
point out that, in all calculations for 
war, whether as affecting invasion of 
our own shores or for maintaining the 
rights of our Empire abroad, we must 
consider the Army, not as our only 
weapon, but taken in conjunction 
and in relation with our other arm, the 
Navy, which it is admitted must be the 
basis of our supremacy. 


ing efficiency, 


My Lords, we are endeavouring to 
promote a continuity of policy. The 
late Government, with perfect justifica- 


tion, took pride in the fact that (1) they 


had instituted a body in the Committee | : aa 
s | battalions at home to furnish the neces- 


| sary 


of Imperial Defence for the purpose of 
co-ordinating naval and military policy 
and for taking a comprehensive view of 
the defence of the Empire—and I do not 
think we can over-estimate the value or 


to | 


services of this body ; (2), that they had | 


established an Army Council in place of 
the previous unsatisfactory system ; 
and (5) as regards the Army, most vital 
of all, that they had projected a General 


Staff and thereby the foundation of a} 


scientific Intelligence Department. My 
Lords, we have followed the lines we 
found to hand ; we have endeavoured to 
utilise these several agencies in their 
respective spheres. 


The Committee of Imperial Defence 
has decided that certain changes can 


be safely made in the defence of the | 


Empire. Consequently we have re- 
solved upon the withdrawal of two 
battalions from Malta and one batta- 
lion from Gibraltar because they have 
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rather than military 
stations. The Government having de- 
cided that expenditure must be cur- 
tailed, the General Staff has worked 
out the best means of meeting the new 
situation, and the Army Council has 
given the fullest attention to the details 
of the new organisation, which has 
received the unanimous approval of the 
military members, and I am not aware 
that this has in the past been always the 
case. 


Whatever criticism—and I would assure 
Lordships that we are not im- 
patient of criticism—may be directed 
against the details in our proposals, it 
cannot be said that the Secretary of State 
for War has acted without the greatest 
caution and the fullest consultation 
and with the entire concurrence of his 
colleagues on the Army Council. We 
begin by recognising the principle now 
generally adopted that the main object 
of our regular Army is to garrison the 
chief outposts of our Empire in peace 
and to defend the threatened portion 
or portions in time of war. The first 
of these objects, in the deliberate opinion 
of the Committee of Defence, will be met 
by the retention of not more than 
seventy-seven battalions in India and 
the Colonies, and following from. this, 
the maintenance of at least seventy-one 


drafts for these battalions. This 
object I think T can say the Seeretary 
of State’s scheme undoubtedly achieves. 

The second object—the task of the 
Regular Army in war—is to be ready 
either to wage the small wars that occur 
from time to time through the liabilities 
of the Empire, or to mobilise for the 
early stages of a big war. For this 
object we require a striking force, and 
the figure set down by the Secretary of 
State for War is at least as strong as that 
contemplated by his predecessor. The 
figures of our expeditionary or striking 
force are 5,546 officers and 154,074 men, 
composed roughly of 50,000 Regulars 
serving with the colours, 70,000 Regular 
Reservists, 30,000 Militiamen who under 
our proposals are to be trained as a 
support of the Regular Army available 
on mobilisation, and who have already 
satisfied the requirements of the General 
Staff. 








943 The New 


As regards the artillery, we have been | 
subject to what I do not think I am | 
exaggerating in describing as torrents of | 
criticisms, but the Secretary of State for 
War's plain statement that we had guns 
but no men to man them has never been 
challenged. We have been told that in a / 
year or two the Reserve of Artillerymen 
would have grown to the necessary 
proportion. That may be so, but surely | 
it is a somewhat strange explanation | 
from the very persons who are never | 
tired of emphasising Lord Roberts’ 
motto that the nation is absolutely 
unprepared for war, and that war may | 
occur at any moment. It is equally | 
strange from the persons who say in 
reference to the Government’s scheme 
for a territorial Army, “ Our potential 
enemies will not suit our convenience by 


delaying until we have made the 
territorial army effective,” for artillery 
is admittedly one of the weapons 


at once 


of war which should be ready 
and for immediate use. 

My Lords, we have only reduced the 
imaginary strength of the artillery. 
For practical purposes, for readiness for 
war, we have increased the fighting 
efficiency of the artillery. We want 
more men trained to fill the ammunition 
columns and we want more trained 
gunners. We propose to make use of the | 
Militiaman, whom we intend to train 
under our general scheme. He _ will 
be given ammunition column work 
where no such men at present exist, 
or the Militiaman will be given work, 
not the highest gunning work, but 
work which will enable him, in case 
of emergency, to take the place, after 
very little extra training, of the expert | 
gunner in the firing line. There will) 
be no reduction in the artillery till | 
trained Militiamea liable to serve abroad | 
can take their place. There will be no 
stoppage of recruiting for the artillery 


| 
till militiamen who are liable to| 
serve abroad take their place. Our | 
critics have, I think, never realised 


either the present condition of things 
or what our proposals are. We have, 
first and foremost, to confront the fact 
that although on paper our strength is 
ninety-three batteries, yet owing to its 
having been overlooked that these ninety- 
three quick-firing batteries necessarily 
demanded a greater complement of men | 


The Earl of Portsmouth, 
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to man them, if war were declared to- 
morrow, the effective strength of our 
artillery would only be forty-two. We 
have ninety-three batteries, but only 
sufficient men to man forty-two. At 
present we have about 17,000 regular 
artillerymen ready to mobilise, and an 
additional 3,000 unfit from under-age 
or shortness of service. But even reckon- 
ing this latter number of 3,000, if we 
wanted to mobilise forty-two batteries 
of artillery, we should have to call upon 
every man of the whole 20,000 to whom 
I have referred, and then we should be 
at the very end of our resources. We 
should then be in the unenviable position 
of having fifty more batteries without 
the men to equip them. 

Well, my Lords, we propose to get 
out of this difficulty by utilising trained 
Militiamen for work that, in the opinion 


of the General Staff, can be given them 


with perfect safety. This principle, 


| which, by the way, it is satisfactory to 
note also occurred to the late Secretary 


of State for War, enables us to equip 


: . . 
| sixty-three batteries on a peace basis as 


strong as that adopted by the great 
Continental Powers. Ifnoble Lords wish 


it lean give them the details. At the same 


time we are maintaining a proportion of 


five guns to every 1,000 bayonets, which 


is at least as strong as any European 


country maintains. In fact our pro- 
portion will be rather stronger. I have 


had the following figures supplied to 
me by the experts. France has a pro- 
portion of three and a-half to every 


‘thousand and Japan four and a-half to 


every thousand. 


While dealing with the question of the 
artillery I would like to refer to a com- 
ment that appeared recently in The 
Times on the alterations contemplated 
in this line of the Service, and to which 
the noble and gallant Earl on the Cross 
Benches (Earl Roberts) alluded. The sug- 
gestion was that the Indian Army is at 
presentshortinthat arm, and, therefore, we 
should have a surplus in reserve at home to 
meet a sudden emergency in India. As 
regards this point, I can only say that 
the Indian authorities are the best 
judges of their own requirements, and 
if they consider the present force inade- 
quate to their requirements itis for them 
to ask for it. As they have not asked, 
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I think it is reasonable to conclude that | shall be in a position to add a second 
they are satisfied with the present con- | cavalry regiment for South Africa. Then 
dition of things. in compensation for the other two Line 
battalions we take away we augment the 
Before I leave the question of the! actual strength of the ten we leave there 
artillery I think I ought to say that our | to 840. We lessen the number of units 
proposals have been worked out by, | but we increase their strength, and we do 
and have the entire approval of, Sir | that with the full approval of our military 
F. Stopford and the best artillery experts, | advisers. I now come to the home Line 
and for their untiring services I wish to | battalions. At present they number 
take this opportunity of expressing the | seventy-nine; we only require seventy- 
heartiest thanks of the Army Council. one as the result of our reorganisation of 
the forces abroad. This makes our 
reduction in Line battalions from 156 to 
148. 


But there is another aspect of the 
reduction of these battalions, which may 

Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH: And | have escaped your Lordships’ attention. 
now to turn to the reduction of Line | I refer to the question of officers. More 
battalions. We have selected for re-|than once in your Lordships’ House 
duction those battalions that were in- | attention has been drawn to the serious 
efficient in point of strength, viz., 3rd | shortage cf officers in most of the branches 
and 4th Northumberland Fusiliers, | of the Regular Army. More than one 
3rd and 4th Warwickshire Regiment, | ncble Lord has warned us that we cannot 
3rd and 4th Lancashire Fusiliers, and | improvise leaders, and that our soldiers 
3rd and 4th Manchester Regiment. As | are helpless unless they have leaders, 
I have just said, these regiments were | and efficient leaders. In that opinion I 
selected in consequence of the difficulty | entirely concur. The Army Council ap- 
in obtaining a sufficient number of | preciate the gravity of the present situa- 
recruits for the last few years. The | tion and are considering it with a view to 
total deficiencies of each regiment are|a remedy. I can further say, on behalf 
as follows :—Northumberland Fusiliers, | of the Council, that every effort will be 
six officers and 449 in other ranks;| made to utilise the services of those 
Royal Warwickshire, four officers and | officers who are displaced by the reduc- 
437 in other ranks; Lancashire Fusi- | tion of battalions. It is nct in our power 
liers, six officers and 518 in other ranks ;| to transfer officers compulsorily from 
and Manchester Regiment, 542 rank | one regiment to another, but, so far as we 
and file. possibly can, we shall induce the redun- 
dant to accept transfer. If we succeed— 

We have been in constant communi-| and we no not despair of success—other 
cation with the Defence Committee, and | regiments will have a better chance of 
in co-operation with them we have | securing their proper establishment of 
decided that our present requirements of | officers; each unit will have a_ better 
Line infantry for India must remain at | complement of leaders, a change which 
fifty-two. For the Colonies not more | cannot fail to have its effect not only on 
than twenty-five as against thirty-two at | the efficiency of the soldier but of the 
present. We take two from Malta, one | officer too. The nearer the strength 
from Gibraltar, one from Ceylon ; in these | approximates to the establishment of 
cases because they are regarded as naval | officers and men, the better prepared for 
stations. We take three from South | peace training the unit is, and therefore 
Africa. In this case we at once replace | the more likely to attain the proper stage 
one of those taken away by a cavalry | of fighting efficiency. 
regiment which is surplus to any other 
requirements of our cavalry, and which, | _, ” 
being a more mobile force, we consider to | Guards, The noble — Marquess the 
be better adapted to the needs of the | Leader of the Opposition, when pe 
country. I may say parenthetically that | occupied the position of nae . 
if circumstances render it necessary we | State for War in Febraary, 1897, in 


Lorp SALTOUN : Sir F. Stopford is 
a Guardsman. He is not an artillery- 
man and never was. 


I now come to the question of the 
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order to justify the increase of the 
Guards, used these words— 


“Tt must, however, be clearly understood 
that we are able to recommend this increase, 
and to justify the expenditure which it 
involves, only upon condition that we are 
allowed to make use of the brigade to help us 
in overcoming our difficulties, and to require 
from it a reasonable contribution towards the 
relief of the present strain on the Army 
system.” 


But this purpose was never fulfilled, 
and the strengthening of the Guards has 
been used for an entirely different pur- 


pose—namely, for making a_ brigade 
of Guards at Aldershot. The Govern- 


ment are perfectly clear that there is 
not sufficient justification for the annual 
expenditure of £120,000 a vear which 
these two extra battalions entailed. 
They are not required for the expedi- 
tionary force; and they have no share 


in that other great duty of the Army | 


at home—the providing of drafts forthe 
forces that garrison the outposts of the 
Empire. The argument has been put 
forward for their retention that they 
are a very cheap force. 
their functions in the general organisa- 
of the Army, they are by no means 
cheap. In time of peace a Guardsman 
costs £4 a year more than a Linesman. 


THE Ear 
Does that include the cost of the Re- 
serve, or only the cost of a man while 
he is with the Colours ? 


OF 


PORTSMOUTH: It 
is the average sum. Then we are asked 
why we selected these two particular 
battalions. Excepting the Irish Guards, 
they are the two battalions of most 
recent origin, but lack of antiquity in 
the Irish Guards is more than compen- 


THE EARL OF 


sated for by their actual strength. The 
Trish Guards number 792 rank and | 
file over twenty years and 430) Re- | 
servists. The strength of the 3rd 


Battalion of Coldstream Guards is only | 


and file, and the 3rd Seots 
I cannot give the number of 


588 rank 
Guards 533. 
Reservists. 
Much of the objection taken to the 
reduction of these two battalions has 
been based on considerations of senti- 
ment, and it is said that the Irish Guards, 
being more recent, should be sacrificed 
first. But the question of sentiment 
The Earl of Portsmouth. 


{LORDS} 


But, valued by | 


DONOUGHMORE : | 
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has not been overlooked. The battalion 
was created during the progress of the 
South African war in appreciation of the 
services rendered by Irish regiments of 
the Line, and because the English and 
Scottish each had their Guards. When 
reductions of the Army became inevitable, 
the Secretary of State thought it would 
not be fair to confine the reductions to 
regiments of the Line, and he was forced 
to the conclusion that these two battalions 
could best be spared. 





The recruiting for the Coldstream 
Guards and Scots Guards will not be 
stopped at once, but the physical standard 
will be raised. All men leaving will 
be either absorbed in other battalions 
of their own regiment or by their 
own free-will into other regiments, 
(or they can be passed  prema- 
turely, if they so desire, into the 
Reserve. Officers will be given full pay 
until re-employed by absorption. As 
regards the reduction of the Militia, 
I cannot speak definitely until the War 
Office Committee appointed to consider 
the reorganisation of the Militia has 
reported. As regards the liability of 
‘the Militiamen for foreign service, it is 
‘our intention to place that liability 
upon the Militia infantryman and the 
Militia artillervman subject to certain 
conditions, but those conditions will 
have to be fully considered when legisla- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


tion for this purpose is proposed. My 
noble friend Lord Donoughmore was 


puzzled to know who would be respon- 
sible for this Bill when it came before 
_vour Lordships’ House, and I confess 
| T was somewhat surprised when he quoted 
me as having taken part in a debate 
and a division in which I did not take 
any part at all. 


THe Kart or DONOUGHMORE: 
| Your name is down as voting. 


THe Eart or PORTSMOUTH: I 
lam sure it is not, for I have sent for 
Hansard. 


THE Earp or DONOUGHMORE : 
Well, it is in my copy of Hansard. 


THE Eart or PORTSMOUTH: I 
can assure the noble Earl that the 
|Government’s Militia Bill will deal with 
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the whole Question and will not be 
piecemeal legislation. 


THe Marquess or SALISBURY: 
When is the Report of the Committee to 
which the noble Earl has referred likely 
to be issued ? 


THE Eart or PORTSMOUTH: Tam 
afraid I am unable to give the noble Mar- 
quess an answer, but I can assure him | 
that there will be no delay. I must now 
thank your Lordships for your kind 
attention. I have endeavoured to ex- 
plain what the proposals of the Govern- 
ment are. I[ trust I may at least have 
removed certain misapprehensions which 
have been prevalent. I can only in 
conclusion assure your Lordships that 
these proposals have received the most 
careful, full, and I may say anxious 
consideration, having regard not to one 
aspect only. but to the practical exigencies 
of the whole situation, and I am autho- 
rised by the Secretary of State and the 
civil members of the Council to say 
that we have obtained for their acceptance 
not only the loyal assistance. but the 
loyal support of our distinguished military 
advisers. 


*Viscount HARDINGE: My Lords, 
as a Militia commanding officer, I 
wish to associate myself with all that 
has been said by my noble friend the 
Duke of Bedford, who, as no doubt many 
of your Lordships are aware, 1s looked 
upon as the great defender of the interests 
of the Militia. I venture to assert that 
what the noble Duke has said this after- 
noon with regard to the needs and the 
requirements of the Militia is the opinion 
of ninety-nine Militiamen out of every 
100. Although I do not wish to intro- 
duce anything of a Party nature into this 
debate, for I am fully aware that inthis 
House the Army is never looked upon as 
a Party question, [ must admit, never- 
theless, that I am somewhat in agreement 
with my noble friend Lord Newton, who 
said in this House recently that, although 
everyone was pointing his finger at the 
new Secretary of State for War as the one 
man to whom we could look to create the | 
Army that we require, when he had 
evolved his scheme this paragon, as Lord 
Newton described him, would become | 


as unpopular as his predecessor, I 


{24 JuLY 1906} 


o 


Army Scheme. § 


50 


must say that I feel somewhat sorry for 


'the right hon. Gentleman, because ever 


since he has produced his scheme he has 
been, as I might describe it, fairly riddled 
with the expanding bullets of criticism, 
more especially by the two late Secre- 
taries of State for War, Mr. Arnold- 
Forster and Mr. Brodrick. The majority 
of your Lordships’ House must. realise 
that the present Minister is in a far 
more parlous condition than either of 
his predecessors was. I say that for 
this reason—I think a very cogent reason— 
the present Minister able to find 
neither officers nor men for the Regular 
or the Auxiliary Forces of the Army 
that he requires, and he is given very 
little money for the purpose. I feel 
sure that we all appreciate, and I know 
there are many noble Lords in your 
Lordships’ House who are associated with 
different branches of His Majesty’s forces 
who will appreciate, the greatness of the 
task that is being imposed upon the 
Secretary of State for War in what we 
believe to be his honest and most sincere 
endeavour to put our Imperial forces 
into the highest state of efficiency. But 
we cannot fail to realise that no man can 
make bricks without straw, a task which 
I venture to think is a fair analogy of the 
unfortunate position of the present 
Secretary of State for War. 


is 


We are told at the present time that 
the order to be given is: “* Reduction all 
round”; and that is to be effected by a 
process of jugglery, in spite of the fact 
that the noble and gallant Earl the late 
Commander-in-Chief has spoken through- 
out the country in no measured terms, say- 
ing that the present Army is totally inade- 
quate for the vital necessities of our 
Empire, which was not created and 
cannot be maintained by sea power 
alone. From this we see that the noble 
farl at least is not in sympathy with 
the theories of the blue-water school, 
which no doubt is a very useful policy 
to preach and to adopt when the word of 
command given is: “* General retrench- 
ment all round.” But the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War must of necessity turn to his military 
advisers for advice, and ask them by what 
process of manipulation this mandate is 
to be carried out. The Army Council, 


‘ever ready to accommodate the right 
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hon. Gentleman, turns, as of old, to the 
Militia, that old Cinderella of the War 
Office, saying at the same time that this is 
the force you will have to work upon, and 
in order to do it you must by some 
means induce the Militia to enlist for 
service beyond the seas in time of emer- 
gency, so that in the event of war they 
will be available for drafts for the Line 


battalions, and the Militia infantry as | 


ammunition columns for the artillery. 
I would like to know from my noble 
friend the Under-Secretary of State for 
War whether I have represented cor- 
rectly the new function of the Militia, 
which I think is indicated in the speech 
of the Secretary of State for War. If 
so, how does he reconcile it with his 
statement in which he expressed the 
opinion a few months ago in this House 
that the intention and wish of His 
Majesty’s Government was to raise both 
the sfutus and the position of the Militia, 
and also in the same speech when he 
said— 

“ We do not desire that the Militia should 


be absorbed into the Regular Army, but we are 
anxious that they should, both by their 


organisation and by their training, be prepared | 


to take the field as self-contained units.’’ 


If, however, I have misread 
scheme, and thereby misrepresented the 
future function of the Militia, I would 
ask the noble Earl if he can inform us 
whether this is the case or not. I should 
also like some information with regard 
to the present great dearth of officers 
in the Militia. He has already spoken 
about the dearth of officers in the Line, 
but what we in the Militia want to know, 
is how the great dearth of Militia officers 
to be surmounted. No mention 
it can I find in the speech of the Secre- 
tary of State for War. I am sure that 
we who are connected or have been con- 
nected with the Militia must realise 
that that is the greatest military pro- 
blem of the present time that the Army 
Council has to solve, if the Militia 
is to remain in being. Unless this diffi- 
culty is surmounted at once, the Militia 
must cease to exist altogether. Most 
Militia commanding officers are in agree- 
ment with the Duke of Bedford and 
myself that if it is thought necessary to 
enlist the Militia for service beyond the 
seas in time of war, the only solution is 
that they go to the seat of war under 

Viscount Hardinge. 


is 
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| their own officers in their own units— 
and in our opinion in the Militia that 


unit should be the battalion. If that 
‘is conceded to the Militia and the 
| officers commanding the Militia are 
| 


given a free hand as to ‘their recruit- 
ing, we do not think there will be any 
difficulty in getting officers or men, so 
| that we may resuscitate that force into 
its former position. If, however, the 
War Office intend to treat the Militia 
in the future as they have done in the 
| past—that is to subject them to the 
| process which has been so aptly des- 
cribed by the Secretary of State for War 
as “ bleeding the Militia white ’ 


in order 
to supply the Army with its fighting 
strength in time of war, the result can- 
not fail to be to deprive the Militia of 
all esprit de corps, and thereby render 
its future existence as a force valueless 
to the Army and useless to the country. 
If this is to be understood to be the 
policy of the Government, there will be 
some truth in the assertion that was 
made by the military correspondent of 
The Times the other day—that if it is 
true that the Army is to be reduced by 
42,000 men, with no confessed numbers 
| as regards the Militia, then the defenders 
of the voluntary system will soon be 
'driven out of their last ditch, and the 
word will go round that it is time for 
| this comedy to finish. 

| 

| *Tur Eartor MEATH: As I am not 
'a professional soldier and have only 
| served His Majesty for several years as 
| an officer in the auxiliary forces, I should 
/ not have ventured to intrude upon your 
Lordships upon such a subject as this, 
were it not that for many years—indeed 
since before the Boer War—TI have 
taken a leading and active part in a 
movement which is known to many of 
your Lordships—that is the movement 
for the training in military exercises, 
and in the use of the rifle, of all British 
lads. I desire to make my humble, but 
most earnest, protest against a reduction 
in our military forces at a moment when 
there is unrest in Egypt and danger of 
/trounle in South Africa. It appears to 
| me that this is not a time in which we 
can afford to lose a single trained man. 
| if the nation had been trained in the 
past as I hope it will be in the future, 
‘perhaps it might be possible to reduce 


























953 The New 


the Regular Army, although I much 
doubt it. But that has 
done, and as far as I can perceive, 
His Majesty’s Government do not intend, 
at present at all events, to follow the 
lines, which I will not say approve 
themselves to me, because my opinion 
is worth nothing, but the lines which 
have met with the approval of the 


greatest military genius this country has | 


produced since the days of the Conqueror 
of Napoleon. For years I have ventured 


to appeal to the country to put 
our forces upon the real and only) 
solid basis—that is the training of 


the youth in military matters during 
the educative period of their _ lives. 


These views have met with the approval | 


not only of the eminent Field-Marshal 


who has just addressed you, but I may say, | 


and I defy contradiction, that they have 


met with the approval of all the most | 


eminen* military men that this country 
knows. Not only that, but they have met 


with the approval of a Royal Commission | 


and of a Departmental Committee. The 
Inter-Departmental Committee on Physi- 
cal Deterioration of 1904 spoke most 
emphatically not only in regard to the 
physical advantage which such a system 
would confer, but also as to the military 
result which would be attained. 
have not the recorded suppart of the 
majority Report, but that of a very 
influential minority, of the Royal Com- 
mission on the War in South Africa 


in 1903, in which Sir George Taubman. | 


Goldie and Lord Esher and other eminent 
members declared themselves most 
emphatically as regards the necessity of 
training our lads in military exercises. I 


think I may say also that this principle has | 


quite recently—so recently as last Satur- 
day—met with a certain amount of 
approval at the hands of the Secretary 
of State for War in a speech which he 
made at Newlands Corner. What did 
Mr. Haldane say upon that occasion ? 
He said, “ They ”—I presume he meant 
His Majesty’s Government— 

“They wanted the people to be willing to 
take upon themselves their share of the burden 
ot national defence.” 


Now, my Lords, that is what the Lads 


Drill Association and the National Service | 


League have been 
at for years and 


hammering away 
years. Now 
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|making that statement, and why he 
not been | does not come and join us after such 


We | 


we | 
have the Secretary of State for War | 
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a declaration I do not know. He said— 


‘‘They wanted the people to be willing to 
| take upon themselves their share of the burden 
| of national defence.” 


'Is he going to support those words by 
any action? That is what we want to 
know. He said also— 

“ He hoped that the time would come when 
we should give up the use of the expression 
‘ Auxiliary Forces’ altogether, and speak of th 
National Army.” 


Well, my Lords, that is what we want. 
What we want is that we should have a 
national Army, and if only Mr Haldane 
will be true to his words this country 
will be placed out of danger. He further 
| said— 

‘‘They could have in tliose rifle clubs, as 
they saw that day” 


(he was addressing a rifle club in Surrey)— 


‘a most powerful element in the defence of 
these islands, if only people would recognise 
that with the rifle clubs, just as much as with 
the rest of the forces, they needed organisa- 
tion.” 


This, again, is what those two associations 
which I have just mentioned have been 
hammering away et, and I cannot con- 
ceive that we could have a better advo- 
cate than Mr. Haldane. These are 
admirable words, but we do not want only 
words. We have heard upon other subjects 
words, words, words from His Majesty s 
Government, and not always have those 
words been carried into action. I hope 
| that in this instance at all events His 
Majesty’s Government will adhere to 
those words, and that we may look to 
them for assistance towards achieving 
this desirable end which Mr. Haldane 
‘himself has approved. The Secretary 
of State for War added also that— 

“They should not leave things to chance, 
but should prepare themselves and put them- 
| selves in such a position that the national 
defence would be in a stronger situation than 
it had been for a good many years past. He 
trusted that they were at the beginning of 
things, and in the attack he saw led by trained 
Volunteers that day, and in the defence 
organised by less trained rifle corps, who still 
represented the spirit of the people—and the 
| spirit of the people with organisation to a 
definite end—it seemed to him that they had 
the lines upon which they would solve the 
national problem.” 


Now if Mr. Haldane will only carry 
his words into practical effect the 
national problem will be solved. These 
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are the lines upon which the Lads’ | faintest suggestion of that word which 


Drill Association, and, as I understand 
it, the National Service League have 
been acting for years. Will Mr. Hal- 
dane give his assistance, and actually 
do in acts what he has promised in 


words? He has an example before 
him. When on former occasions I called 


your Lordships’ attention to the subject 
of the trainmg of lads to’ arms I 
was told that it was a new idea, and 
when it was no longer possible — to 
say that it was a new idea, I was 
told that the cost would be great 
that it was perfectly impossible for such 
a country as this to stand it. But Mr. 
Haldane has examples before him in 
all the British Colonies—every one of 
them—but more especially in New 
Zealand. What has the State of New 


sO 


Zealand done in regard to the training of | 


its lads? The people of New Zealand 
only recognised the necessity for the 
training of their lads in the year 1902. 
In that year they were able to have some 
4,000 trained cadets. Now, under the 
fostering care of that eminent statesman 


whom we have recently lost—the late | 


Mr. Seddon, who was a firm believer in | 


this idea—those 4,000 cadets 
become 14,000, all trained; that is to 
say, 75 per cent. of the available lads. 
I should like your Lordships to remember 
that no compulsion as regards military 
training is insisted upon by the New 
Zealand Government. But now comes 
the point—and I hope the noble Earl 
the Under-Secretary of State for War 
will mark this—there is no compulsion 
as regards military training, but there 
are facilities. That is the point. The 
New Zealand Government give facilities. 
What are those facilities? First of 
all, I should say that there is compul- 
sion as far as physical, and what is_ called 
disciplinary training are concerned. Dis- 
ciplinary training covers a good deal, 
I may say. 


have | 





}and not to the War Office. 


the noble Earl the Under-Secretary of 
State for War seems so fond of—namely. 
conscription. May I venture strongly 
to recommend this system to the notice 
of the Secretary of State for War, through 
the Under-Secretary who sits in this 
House ? I would hke to point out that 
the way they have obtained those 14,000 
lads is as follows. When twelve boys in 
any school, with the corsent of their 
parents and of the headmaster, desire 
to be enrolled as cadets, application is 
made to the Education Department, 
That is a 


/most important point, because we do 


not want our lads to have anything to 
say to the Military Office. Tet them be 
under the Education Department, which 
means that they will be taught by their 
own schoolmasters and in their own 
schools, and they will have nothing to 
say to the Military Department at all, 
Then the facilities that the Government 
give are as follows: they give train‘ng ; 
that is to say, drill and shooting ; they 
vive a grant of 2s. 6d, per boy per annum ; 
they give dummy rifles; they also give 
one rifle per ten boys, and sixty cart- 
ridges. They give a grant of 3s. 6d. per 
week for any boy who goes into camp, 
and they give a badge for any boy who 
has learnt Army signalling. What is the 
cost of all this? It is trifling. For the 
first year the cost is about 10s. per boy, 
and for other years bd. If New 
Zealand can produce 14,000 trained lads, 
it is simply a matter of calculation by 
rule of three to make out that we ought 
to be able to produce about 600,000, — If 
the whole of our lads, or the great pro- 
portion of them, were thus trained to 
arms, we should be exempt from these 
undignified and dangerous changes of 
policy that bring the Empire into con- 
tempt, endanger the State, and encourage 


2, 
os. 


| our enemies to attack us. 


They do not call it military, | 


although there is a good deal of military | 


training in it. But there is no com- 
pulsion as regards military training and 
rifle shooting. The New Zeaiand Act 
says that in public schools provision 
shall be made for the instruction in military 
drill of all boys ; that means that whereas 
physical drill is compulsory, the legis- 
lature have wisely made military drill 


The Earl of Meath. 


THe Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
as I happen to be one of the few 
members of your Lordships’ House who 
have served some years in the Royal 
Artillery, and as the question of the Royal 
Artillery plays a very prominent part in 
the scheme which has been submitte] 
to Parliament by the Secretary of State 


'for War, I would ask the indulgence of 
purely voluntary, thus avoiding even the | 


the House for the purpose of submitting 
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a few remarks with regard to that branch 
of the service. I cannot help thinking 
that although the Under-Secretary of 
State may claim to have a mandate for 
the reduction of expenses, and in conse- 
quence of that for a reduction of the 
men in the Army in general, I cannot, and 
[ absolutely decline to, accept his dictum 
that the people of this country fully 
realise what ismeant when they demand 
a reduction, and thereby a weakening, 
of the Royal Artillery of the Army. 
The Artillery of recent years—certainly 
within the last twenty years—has 
suffered very considerably by being what 
is colloquially known in the regiment 
as “* messed about” by successive 
Governments and successive propounders 
of Army schemes. They have been 
reduced in numbers, and they have been 
increased in numbers, and although 
[ sit on this side of the House I do not 
hesitate to say that one of the most 
fatal mistakes that was ever made in 
regard to the Royal drtillery was the 
action taken by the Secretary of State 
for War, Mr. Edward Stanhope, when. 
by a few strokes of the pen, he wiped out 
certain batteries of artillery for the 
purpose of acceding to the cry of 
economy which was raised then, just 
as it is being raised now by certain 
people who do not really apprehend the 
innermost parts of the question. That 
mistake was afterwards realised, and 
then it was that the people began to 
a»preciate the fact that although it may 
be an easy matter to strike out a battery 
of artillery by a stroke of the pen, it is a 
very different matter to build it up, 
and to produce the highly trained men 
who are absolutely necessary for the 
modern artillery of an army. 


97 


It is well known now, I think, 
that at the beginning of the South 
African War, and in fact for 
some time previously, the artillery 
of the British Army had been allowed 
to get into a most dangerously weak 
State, and that the party represented 
by noble Lords opposite, when they were 
last in power, and when the present 
Prime Minister was Secretary of State 
for War, left the Royal Artillery in a 
most deplorably weak state. I do not 
think that the country, in many of its 


most uncalled for criticisms on the noble 
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Marquess who leads the Opposition in 
this House for the action which he took 
when he was at the War Office at the 
beginning of the South African War, 
~ realised the part which my noble 
; friend took in strengthening the artillery, 
| or the foresight which he displayed when 
| he first took over the administration of 
| the War Office, or the action which he 
took in at once doing all that he possibly 
could to make up the lamentable deficiency 
which existed in the field guns of the 
| Army. I know fora fact that the author- 
ities of the War Office were very greatly 
concerned at the lamentable shortness of 
guns in our Army. About that time I 
happened to take over the command of 
| the old Volunteer regiment which I now 
‘command. It was then armed with 
| 9-pounder field guns, which would be 
jabout as useful as popguns in modern 
warfare. I did not lose much time in 
representing to the War Office and to 
; the authorities that it was a monstrous 
waste of the taxpayers’ money to give us 
capitation grants for the purpose of 
| instructing our men in the use of those 
guns, and that it was simply a waste of 
time to ask zealous Volunteers to give 
up their leisure for the purpose of drilling 
with those guns, which could be of no 
possible use in warfare when opposed 
to the guns which exist among European 
Powers. The only reason that I was not 
provided on the spot with better guns 
was that they did not exist. I remember 
well that [ was rather importunate at 
ithe time, and that at last the Field 
| Marshal who was then at the War Office 
| (Lord Wolseley) sent for me, and I went 
| up to his private room, where he said to 
me-— 

“ Look here ; we should be only too pleased 
to give you proper guns to drill with, but the 
long and short of it is that we have not got 
enough for the regular Army,” 








and then he said— 

‘But for God’s sake don’t go and say so 
outside.” 
I did not say so outside, because I knew 
there was no good to be done by saying 
anything about it; but I know that the 
noble Marquess and the Government of 
the day were doing their very best to 
remedy the deficiency in artillery, and 
that guns had been ordered from the 
| private firms of the country, and were 
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being made as fast as they could be 
turned out. I merely refer to this 
fact for the purpose of showing to 
what extent the Royal Artillery has 
suffered by mistakes in the past. 


I fear it would be a most deplorable 
mistake at the present moment to revert 
to that principle of economy at the ex 
pense of the artillery, because everybody 
nowadays, I think, is beginning to 
realise the absolute necessity of a first- 
class artillery to any modern Army. 
There is a very zealous body in this 
country known as the Navy League, 
and they have done a great deal of good 
in the way of bringing the details of 
Navy work before the people of the 
country, and one of the functions which 
they have performed has been that of 


conducting periodical expeditions of 
zealous citizens down to Portsmouth, 


where they have taken them round the 
dockyard and the various important 
ships which happened to be there, for the 
purpose of showing them the various 
details of Navy work, and letting them 
understand the differences between a 
battleship, a cruiser, and a_torpedo- 
boat—details of which unfortunately the 
British public in the past have been too 
ignorant. When one realises the ignor- 
ance which prevails, not only amongst 
the British public but amongst members 
of the House of Commons and amongst 
politicians, and I daresay even amongst 


{LORDS} 


| modern 


many of the members of your Lordships’ | 


House, but especially amongst members 
of the British public who cry out in a 
rather short-sighted way for economy 
at no matter what expense, I often 
wish that something could be done with 
a view to imitating the Navy League, and 
instituting an Artillery League for the 
purpose of organising personally-con- 
ducted expeditions down to our artillery 
camps at Okehampton and Salisbury 
Plain, and letting the people see for 
themselves what are the details of 
artillery training, how technical and 
how important the work is, and how 
impossible it is to turn out ready- 


made artillerymen who would be of any 


use at all at short notice. 


Now, my Lords, one of the chief 
lessons of the recent great war between 
Russia and Japan—a lesson which has 


The Eurl of Denbigh. 
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been brought home to soldiers all over 
the world more than anything else— 
has been the great part played by 
artillery in modern warfare, the enor- 
mous advantage which the side with 
the best artillery has, and how abso- 
lutely necessary it is to have the best 
possible artillery if you want to win a 
battle. When I talk of the 
best artillery, I do not mean merely the 
Artillery armed with the best gun, the 
gun which can fire most shots in a given 
space of time, the gun with the longest 
range, or the gun which is the most 
accurate, but I mean also the artillery 
which is served by the best trained men. 
It is well recognised amongst artillery 
officers at the present moment that the 
better the gun you have, the better the 
men you must have behindit. Weat the 
present moment are arming our Artillery 
with a new complicated gun—an ex- 
cellent gun, and one which we believe 
to be superior to that possessed by any 
foreign country—and [ maintain that 
it is nothing short of the most fatuous 
policy to embark at the present moment 
on any scheme of economy which has 
the effect of reducing the value of the 
training of the personnel of our artillery, 
for that training is wanted more than 
ever it was for the purpose of dealing 
with these new guns. I would remind 
your Lordships that the greater the 
facilities are for rapid firing in the field, 
the greater are the facilities for wasting 
ammunition and the more necessity 
exists for having thoroughly trained and 
disciplined men who can be trusted to 
make the most use of every shell they 
carry in their ammunition columns, and 
who can be depended upon not to go 
on firing away their ammunition at a 
time when it will not give the hest 
possible results, with the probability 
of finding a short time afterwards when 
they want ammunition that they are 
running short of it. ag 


One of the most critical and difficult 
tasks which field artillery nowadays has 
to perform in warfare is that of sup- 
porting the infantry in an attack up to 
the last possible moment. All the ex: 
perience gained in the recent war be- 
tween the Russians and the Japanese 
goes to prove the hopelessness of in- 
fantry attempting tv attack a strongly 
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fortified position, defended by men armed | 


Army Scheme.” 


there was no intention of reducing the 


with modern rifles and modern machine | present artillery until the War Office 


guns, with the position obstructed and | 


defended by all the devices of modern 
military engineering, unless they can be 
supported up to the very last moment 
of the attack by an accurate and heavy 
artillery fire. Now, my Lords, you can 
get a heavy artillery fire from anybody. 
Anybody can let off a gun. But you 
cannot get an accurate artillery fire ex- 
cept from very highly trained men, and 
more especially nowadays when artillery 
practice has to be conducted from what 


is known as under cover, very often. 


from the*reverse side of a hill, when you 
cannot see your target at all, and you 
have to lay your guns by a complicated 
system of artillery marks and to exer- 
cise the greatest possible accuracy. It 
is one of the most important and critical 
duties which artillery has to perform, 
and I would only ask noble Lords oppo- 
site to attempt to realise the feelings 
of infantry, who, after losing a large 
number of men in attacking a position, 
get near the top, and then suddenly find 
that their own artillery which hitherto 
has been supporting them is getting 
erratic and is dropping shells amongst 
them instead of confining them to the 
enemy. There is nothing more demoral- 
ising to troops. Supposing a general 
were at the last moment compelled to 
bring up some artillery on which he 
could not thoroughly depend, and had 
to turn them on to assist in the over- 
whelming fire which has to be poured 
on to an enemy’s trenches at the last 
moment of an attack, and suppose he 
realised that owing to the faulty training 
of the artillery their fire was not as 
accurate as it should be. I can imagine 
his feelings and also the feelings of the 
infantry making the attack. Anybody 


who brought up half-trained artillery | 


to participate in an operation of that sort 
would be running a most dangerous risk 
of spoiling the whole of the attack at 
the last moment, of demoralising his 
own troops, and of sustaining a very 
great disaster—all because these men 
had not been sufficiently trained before- 


hand. 


I must say that I heard with a great 
amount of relief, if I understood the 
Under-Secretary of State aright, that 

VOL. CLXI. [FourtH SEr1Es. | 


had got a sufficient number of trained 
Militiamen ready to go abroad to take 
the places of the men it is intended to 
reduce. We must be thankful for 
small mercies, and that is something 
to the good. I presume that the weighty 
arguments which have appeared in the 
Press since the scheme was first made 
public have had some effect upon the 
noble Earl and his colleagues at the War 
Office, and that they are beginning to 
realise that these reductions cannot be as 
immediate as was at first thought. At the 
same time, the action which the Govern- 
ment are proposing to take with regard 
to the Royal Artillery cannot have any 
other effect than that of depreciating the 
value of the personnel, because no 
matter how zealous these Militiamen 
who are to be brought in to take the 
place of trained artillerymen may be, 
they cannot possibly be as good, or as 
serviceable in the field. I maintain that 
you are incurring very grave danger by 
reducing a large number of batteries to 
the two-gun strength, which batteries 
cannot possibly be trained properly during 
peace time, and which when mobilised 
for war and made up to strength with all 
these Militiamen and  Reservemen 
cannot possibly be compared in the’ field 
with artillery that has been properly 
kept up during peace time, and properly 
trained. 


Therefore, my Lords, on the general 
score of the importance of thoroughly 
trained artillery for the purposes of 
modern warfare, I deprecate in the 
strongest way any tampering with the 
Royal Artillery at the present moment. 
for the purposes of this economy which 
we are told was one of the mandates of the 
last General Election. I do not believe 
that the people of this country, if they 
thoroughly understood the technicalities 
of artillery work, the importance of ar- 
tillerymen in the field, and the absolute 
necessity for trained artillery in action, 
would lend their support to or would 
encourage the present Administration 
in the execution of what-they are pleased 
to call a mandate. The noble Earl said 
that out of ninety-nine batteries which 
exist at home, or will exist at home when 
six are brought from South Africa, it 
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‘would be possible to mobilise only some 
forty-two. I have not had an opportu- 
nity of checking the figures, but if the 
noble Earl says so—— 


THe EarLt or PORTSMOUTH: iI 
do not want to interrupt, but I think 
I said ninety-three, not ninety-nine 
batteries. I think there are six coming 
home from South Africa. 


| 

THe Eart or DENBIGH: I said} 
that when they came home from South 
Africa the number would be ninety-nine. 
At all events, out of these batteries it | 
would be possible to mobilise only forty- | 
two. 





THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMIR- | 
ALTY (Lord Tweepmouts): I think | 
the noble Earl is wrong there. Under the | 
arrangements of the late Government, | 
it would be possible to mobilise only | 
forty-two. Under the arrangement we | 
propose sixty-three will be ready to go} 
out with the expeditionary force. | 
| 

Tue Eart or PORTSMOUTH: That | 
is it. | 


| 


| 

Tue Eart or DENBIGH: I under- | 
stood the Under-Secretary of State for | 
War to read out to your Lordships a_/| 
Minute which had been passed by the | 
Army Council in which some proposal | 
was made very much corresponding to | 
the scheme of the Government for utilis- 
ing the Militia. I do not question for a| 
moment that there are many men | 
amongst the ranks of those mobilised for | 
service with the artillery whom it is not 
necessary to regard as highly-trained men, 
and that the duties of those men could very 
likely be very well performed by the Militia 
whom it is proposed to bring*in. But 
what I object to is the proposal to reduce 
such a large number of our service bat- 
teries to four-gun batteries, thereby 
reducing the number of trained men | 
whom it would be possible to put into 
the field, and also to reduce a very large 
number of other batteries to two-gun 
batteries. Although you may make up 
the number of headsby bringing in Militia- 
men, I distinctly maintain that you are 
weakening the artillery of the Army by 
substituting half-trained or imperfectly 


The Earl of Denbigh. 
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trained Militiamen for a certain number 
of highly trained artillerymen. 


Then the Secretary of State, so far as I 
can understand his scheme, is using up 
practically the whole of his service 
batteries for his expeditionary force, 
and the only batteries which will be 
left in the country will be, I think, 
thirty-six, some of them four-gun batteries 
and some two-gun. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: _ Eighteen 


four-gun batteries, and eighteen two-gun. 


THE Eart of DENBIGH : These would 
be your reserve. You cannot lay down 
any axiom as to when they will be called 
upon. You may want to send out the 
reinforcements to the artillery very soon 
after the commencement of hostilities. 
Supposing there is a serious reverse, 
you lose a considerable number of guns 
and you have to send out reinforcements 
atonce; you cannot wait for the purpose 


| of training these men; you cannot ask the 


enemy to be good enough to wait until you 
have turned your Militiamen into highly 
trained men. You will have to send out 
your half-trained men for the purpose of 
working a most complicated quick-firing 
As I said before, the better the 
gun, the better the men you must have 
behind it, and it is a most dangerous 
thing to have absolutely no proper 
reserve in this country for the purpose of 
reinforcing your first line of artillery. 


Then, my Lords, there is another point. 
We pride ourselves upon our Imperial 
forces ; we speak of how the Colonies are 
going to come to the assistance of the 
Mother country in time of stress and 
danger. I have no doubt they would, 
but I submit to your Lordships that if 
the time should unhappily come when 
we found it necessary to call upon the 
Colonies for assistance, they would not 
send us any trained artillery—they 
have not got them. They might send us 
a battery or two from Canada ; there was 
a battery of artillery in Durban; we 
might perhaps get one from Australia, 


but you would get no artillery 
worth speaking about. You would 
get plenty of mounted infantry, 


and plenty of infantry, but where are 
you going to find the proportion ol 
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artillery to make up the number of guns | 


artillery in the event of disaster. 





which would be wanted for use with | 
these Colonial troops ? I submit that it | 
is a most short-sighted policy to go on 
hugging yourselves with the idea that 
you are going to be assisted in time of 
danger by the Colonies and our various 
dominions beyond the seas, while you 
are making absolutely no proper pro- 
vision for the purpose of supplying those 
troops with their proportion of artillery. 
You are making no provision at all for 


artillery for colonial troops; you are | 


reducing to a dangerously low pitch the 
batteries which remain over and above 
your expeditionary force ; you are pro- 
viding absolutely no drafts for the pur- 
pose of reinforcing vour first line of 
And as 
one who may claim to have some know- 
ledge of what artillery work is ,of how 
difficult it is to train a modern artillery- 
man, and of how absolutely necessary 
it is if you are to have an efficient Army 
to have artillerymen of the best possible 
description, I wish to enter the strongest 
protest I can against any proposals of 
the Government which would have the 
effect of weakening the artillery of this 
‘country. 


I should like to refer briefly to one 
remark which fell from the noble Earl. 
He said that when they realised that 
they had from the country this mandate 
to cut down expenses, they came to a 
solemn resolve to cut down all that made 
for show, and to keep only that which was 
absolutely necessary. Surely the noble 
Earl is not so ignorant of artillery work 


as to think that the artillery of the 


British Army is kept for show! Are the 
Government cutting down the strength 
of these batteries because they think they 
are kept for show? The Secretary of 
State and the Under-Secretary would not 
hold that opinion if they were in the 
position of infantry officers taking part 
in an attack on a dangerous position, being 
covered by artillery fire, and suddenly 
finding the shells falling very erratically 
because fired by one of those half-trained 
batteries which had been put in for the 
purpose of replacing those which had 
previously been “ kept for show.” Any- 
body who looks at this question from the 
point of view of the absolute necessities of 
the Army must agree with what I have | 
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ventured to put before your Lordships. 
Do what you can to effect economies in 
the administration of the Army, but do 
not do anything at the present juncture 
of affairs which would have the effect of 
weakening the artillery, which is an abso 


\lute necessity for modern warfare. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTA: My Lords, 
I sympathise with a great deal that has 
been said by the noble Earl opposite, 
and I can assure him that the very 
last thing which His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment intend to do is to weaken the 
artillery of the Army. No doubt 
the noble Earl will admit that the 
artillery of the British Army had in 
recent years fallen to a very low ebb, but 
it has been enormously improved. We 


| have a very good pattern of gun, and we 


have a very quick-firing gun, and there is 
no intention whatever in the scheme of 
my right hon. friend Mr. Haldane of 
making the artillery of which we are now 
in possession useless instead of its being a 
strength to the British Army. 


Now, my Lords, the state of affairs was 
described perfectly correctly by the noble 
Earl. The proposal is that there should 
be sixty-three batteries kept at full 
strength to go with the expeditionary 
force, and six batteries are to be brought 
back from South Africa, which with the 
others here will make up the thirty-six in 
reserve. Of those thirty-six, eighteen 
will be kept with four guns, and eighteen 
with two. But that does not mean that 
those batteries will not have the other 
two guns ready in reserve; it simply 
means that two guns only will be used for 
the purpose of training the particular 
men to whom those batteries are en- 
trusted. Lord Denbigh very justly 
dwelt on the great necessity of trained 
men to use modern guns. In my old days 
I knew something about small guns, and 
since I went to the Admiralty I have been 
trying to learn something about big guns, 
guns even bigger than those to which 
the noble Earl refers. But, my Lords, it 
becomes more and more patent that it is 
absolutely necessary for the service of 
modern artillery that you should have 
the most highly trained men to use the 
guns and to fire them, but, as is the case 
in the Navy, whilst you want a certain 
number of very highly trained men, men 
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of really scientific attainments, to use | of the other speakers to-night, so far, 
the guns with proper and thorough effect, | have grounded their views entirely on 
you want also, on account of the great | the opposite opinion. The noble Earl, 
rapidity of modern firing, an enormous | Earl Roberts, it is quite true, attempted 
amount of ammunition and a great many | to divide his case, and to say that volun- 
people to bring that ammunition up, and | tary service was necessary only for foreign 
to act for the purpose not of firing the | operations, and compulsory service for 
guns, or of getting good results from the | home defence. Well, my Lords, in that 
guns, but of keeping the guns supplied | speech, and in other speeches which have 
with the ammunition which is necessary, | been delivered to-night, I think there: 
and of keeping up communications with | has been a considerable mistake made, 
the reserve ammunition parts in the rear. There has been throughout a tendency 
The War Office think that it is very | to compare the position of this country 
necessary to secure a good supply of these | with that of the great military Powers of 
mer. There is no intention whatever | the Continent. But that is where the 
of handing over the absolute working of | great difference comes in. The noble 
the guns to untrained or partly trained | Earl, Earl Roberts, talked about there 
men, but there is the intention of utilising | being 5,000,000 men ready to come to 
less-trained men exactly as we are now Ithe front in Germany, with another 
doing in the Navy to bring up the | 10,000,000 somewhere behind them. We 
ammunition and to do work of that | cannot compete with that, nor do we 
description. rest our safety onourarmy. The-position 
of our foreign neighbours and possible 
enemies is this: they put their strength 
in their army plus a navy; we on the 
other hand, put our strength in a navy 
plusanarmy. That is a totally different 
state of things, and I maintain that it is 
absolutely impossible that any country 
could be able to keep up both a navy 
and an army on the scale on which 
modern armaments are founded. The 
German or the Frenchman or the Aus- 

Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Certainly ;} trian or the Russian has to defend a 
I do not dispute that at all: but you | great frontier by land against his neigh- 
equally require less-trained men to take | bours, but we have nothing of that sort 
the places of those who suffer casualties | to do. What we have to do is to defend 
in bringing up ammunition to the front. | our own Islands, our ownColonies, and our 
After all, only a certain number of men | own Dependencies, which themselves are 
can carry out the work of actually firing | surrounded by the sea, and from which 
the guns. we can drive our enemies by our power 
on the sea. [‘‘ India.”] As to India, in 

J have listened, my Lords, to this | the first place, you have the Himalayas 
debate with a great deal of interest, and | as your frontier, and you have also a 
it seems to me that we have as usual} very considerable Indian Army. I will 
developed two schools in this House. | come to the land defences of India pre- 
I am very glad to think that the noble | sently, but I think we have a consider- 
Earl who originated this debate and| able power of defence in India from 
myself are agreed at any rate as to the/the sea also. But my contention is 
foundation on which our Army should | that our military operations for the 
be based. He said most frankly that he | most part are military operations beyond 
was entirely against conscription. He|our shores, outside these islands, and 
said that he did not believe that the | for that purpose conscription is not only 
British nation would ground its military | impossible, but against all precedent 
organisation on conscription, and that} and against all common reason. For 
it was not necessary that it should do so. | defence at home we have to rely, in the 
I thoroughly agree with the noble Earl | first place, upon the sea itself, and upon 
in that view. But I must say that most | our power on the sea, and, secondly, on. 


Lord Tweedmouth., 


THe Eart or DENBIGH: The 
noble Lord will forgive me for pointing 
out that although it may be possible to 
use untrained men to bring up ammuni- 
tion, vou must always rely on having a 
considerable number of trained men for 
the purpose of replacing casualties at the | 
front. 
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the voluntary effert of the citizens of | 
this country. 


I think, my Lords, that most of us 
are agreed that with regard to the 
defence services, three things are neces- 
sary: economy, sufficiency of defence, 
and efficiency. I do not think that we 
ean be accused of exceas of economy so 
far as our defence services are con- 
cerned. We spend nearly £30,000,000 
on the Army, and over £31,000,000 on 
the Navy, £61,000,000 in all. That is 
a fairly good allowance, and yet, after 
all, these £61,000,000 represent a com- 
paratively small part of the total 
expense of the defence services of the 
Empire. We cannot forget the amount 
of expense that is thrown upon India, 
nor the fact that our Colonies also help. 
Tf you take in the works of both Army 
and Navy, if you take in the charge 
made on our Indian Empire, you will 
find that the total cost to the Empire 
year by year amounts to something 
‘like £93,000,000, over £51,000,000 for 
the Army, and over £41,000,000 for 
the Navy. These are large sums, and 
surely of them something may be saved 
without destroying the efficiency of 
these two great services. 


Then when I come to the sufficiency of 
strength with regard to the Army, I do 
not think that that, on paper at any 
tate, if it were properly organised, is very 
small or much to be despised. T will 
take, first, our establishment here. Let 
me take the regimental establishment 
-of the Army, the Army Reserve, and the 
Auxiliary Forces, including the British 
‘troops in India. Their establishment 
at this moment is 903, 404; their actual 
strength is .745,981; and the defi- 
‘clency is largely due to gaps in the 
Militia and in the Volunteers. Then 
you have ‘the Indian Army including 
Reserves, .Military Police, Frontier 
Levies, Imperial Service Troops, and 
Volunteers. The-establishment in India 
is 267,647, tthe actual strength being 
260,033. The organised land forces under 
‘Colonial Governments amount under both 
heads to 137,551. ‘That is to say, on our 
establishment we have a grand total | 
of 1,308,602 men, with an actual strength | 
of 1,143,565. That is not a bad number 
‘of men to go upon for our purposes, and 
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properly organised and made the best 
possible use of, we have, at any rate, a 
very sufficient number of men to rest 
our strength in. 


Army Scheme. 


Then, my Lords, I come to the question 
of efficiency. We have the Reports of 
the Elgin Commission and of the Esher 
Committee, and these, with the action of 
the last two Secretaries of State for War, 
Mr. Brodrick and Mr. Arnold-Forster, 
show clearly that the desired efficiency 
has not been arrived at. Successive 
Secretaries of State for War have thought 
it necessary to take steps to make the 
forces at our disposal more efficient 
than they have been, and that is the 
intention of my right hon. friend Mr. 
Haldane. He has very frankly and very 
clearly shown up what the deficiencies in 
the Army are; I think he has recognised 
them, especially with regard to the present 
condition of the Militia and the Volunteers. 
He has essentially rested himself on the 
necessity for efficiency for war on the 
part of our forces. He has not attempted 
to propose any new type of 
Army whatever, but has taken things 
as they are. He has rested his scheme 
on the Cardwell system, which, in spite 
of what any may say, has proved itself 
through these years to be a useful and 
practical system, a system which has 
enabled us to keep up our supplies of 
men, and of arms to the different parts of 
the Empire that we have to care for. 
My right hon. friend has most fully 
acknowledged the excellence of officers 
and men in His Majesty’s present Army. 
He has not attempted to dispute the 
energy and training of the officers or 
what I believe to be the new spirit in the 
officers which has arisen during the last 
ten or twelve years and made them better 
than they ever were before. 


There is a great deal of truth in what 
has been said as to our Army at the present 
moment being in many respects better 
than it ever was before. But, my 
Lords, the difficulty has been that all these 
various portions of the Army have not 
been brought together, or worked one in 
with another. They have been separate 
one from another, and there has been no 
common action between them. That 


|is what my right hon. friend wishes to 
: , | remedy. 
at seems to me that if these men can be | 


He desires to group them 
together, to dovetail the different forces 
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_in one with another, to re-organise 
them, and to make them really powerful 
for the purposes for which they are 
intended. Many of the present units 
are undoubtedly costly, and at the same 
time they do not fulfil the purposes 
for which they are intended. The in- 
tention of the Secretary of State for War 
is to supplement these more costly ele- 
ments in our military service, which 
would be the more highly trained men, 
by cheaper units; by men who perhaps 
are not so highly trained as the others. 
There are many services now carried 
out by Regulars which can perfectly 
well be carried out by less fully trained 
men. Such work as that connected with 
the ammunition columns, transport, 
supply and medical work, can all be 
done by men raised on what I may call 
a Militia basis. I believe that re-organi- 
sation on these lines is essential, and that 
for these purposes the Militia on a new 
scale and under a new system can well be 
used. 


I am inclined to agree with what has 
been said by the Duke of Bedford and 
Lord Hardinge to-night. “The Militia 
of the future is not in any sense going to 
be the Militia of the past. It is going 
to be an altogether different service. 
The remark has been made that some, ot 
my noble friends last year were against, 
or seemed to be against the Militia being 
in the future enlisted for foreign service 
My withers are quite unwrung on that 
particular subject, for speaking in your 
Lordships’ House last year, I expressed 
my view very strongly that it was a 
desirable thing, and that moreover it 
was a fair thing to the Militia itself, 
because in the past, although it is all 
very well to say that the Militia were 
under no compulsion to go abroad, yet 
as a matter of fact, they were practically 
compelled to go, or else the regiment or 
the men would really have lost their 
character with the whole service. I do 
not think that that was enlisting men 
on a fair system at all. The Militia of 
the future, I should hope, would not be 
used simply to fill up the Regular Army. 
[ hope they may be—if I may so term it 
—a sort of half-timers, men who will 
devote a large portion of their time to 
civil employment, who for the first vear 

thaps will give a considerable amount 


Lord Tweedmouth, 
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| of time to their military training, but in 
/Subsequent years give only a shorter 
|time, and instead of the ranks being 
filled up by mere striplings, without 
stamina and without physique, I hope 
they will be drawn from older men who 
would be of more actual use for service 
‘in the field when the time came. 


I may perhaps very briefly state 
what I believe to be the intentions 
of the Secretary of State for War. He 
finds himself in this position—that in 
India 78,000 men are required; that 
for Egypt and South Africa and other 
parts of the Dominions beyond the seas 
he requires another 42,000 men, or 
120,000 in all. He has to provide not 
only those 120,000, but also the yearly 
drafts. That, under his scheme, he 
believes he can do perfectly well. Besides 
that he think that he can provide 154,000 
men for an expeditionary force, these 
154,000 being made up of 50,000 Regvlars 
with the colours, 70,000 Regular Re- 
servists, and 30, 657 other men made up 
in this way: 3,240 from the Yeomanry ; 
10,337 from the Artillery, who should be 
provided out of the present Militia 
Garrison Artillery, and the Militia 
Engineers; 10,775 for the Army Ser- 
vice Corps, from the same source ; 
3,098 from the Royal Army Medical 


Corps, 541 for the Army Veterinary Corps, 


and 441 for the Army Ordnance Corps ; 
making up altogether 30,657 men whom 
he proposes to draw from this new force 
on the new Militia basis. 


THe Kart or CAMPERDOWN: How 
many Militia will remain @ 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: That depends 
on how many we get. At the present 
moment, at any rate, there are 90,000» 
Militiamen. 


THE Eart or DONOUGHMORE :3And 


these are drawn from the Militia 2 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: 
new Militia enlisted under 
conditions of service. 


From {the 
the new 


THE Eart oF DONOUGHMORE: But: 


‘presumably from the present 90,000 % 
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Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I should 


hope it would be a great manv more than 
90,000 in the future. 
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The Eart of DONOUGHMORE: Are 
they to be added to the Militia first, 
and taken away afterwards, or are they 
to be taken from the Militia as they now 
stand 2 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: 
instance, they will come from the Militia- 
men, supposing the present Militiamen 
take service under the new conditions. 


The idea is that we are going to form | 


a new Militia which will be the second 
line of the Army, and be required to do all 
the work which the Regular Army has 
to do, though, of course, they will do the 
less technical and the less difficult portions 
of that work. My right hon. friend 
calculates that he can supply further 
56,000 men to support that expeditionary 
force after it is mobilised for the first 
six months of a war, made up in this 
way: Infantry Reservists, 25,000; 
Militia, 9,000; Cavalry Regular Reserve 
and Yeomanry, 4,581; Artillerymen and 
Militia, 10,610; Engineers, 1673; Army 
Service Corps men on a Militia basis, 
3,000; and Royal Army Medical Service 
men, also ona Militia basis, 1,300, making 
55,174. 


Lorp WENLOCK: Did the noble 
Lord say 4,000 Yeomanry to repair the 
wastage of war ? 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: In the first 
category I put down 3,240, and in the 
second category, Cavalry Regular Reserve 
and Yeomanry, 4,581. 


Lorp WENLOCK : Does that include 
Regular cavalry ? 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Reserves, 
yes. These then are the rough ideas that 
my right hon. friend propose: to follow. 
I quite admit that the success of the 


scheme rests on the success of his Militia | 
is a policy which is likely to commend 


proposals, so far as the expeditionary 


force is concerned, and its being kept up | 
But then there | 
| your Lordships will admit that I at any 
| rate have spoken to-night in no party 
| spirit. All I can say is, that His Majesty’s 
| Government will be only too glad to. get 


in a satisfactory way. 


is the question of the Volunteers. My | 


right hon. friend thinks that a great deal 
can be done to popularise this force, and 
to interest the different districts of the 
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country in the Volunteer service. I 
think most of your Lordships will agree 
that that is a desirable object, and I 
believe that upon that force we can 
depend for great help in time of war. 


A question was raised with regard to 
the garrisons of Gibraltar and Malta. It 


is perfectly true that considerable re- 


ductions are proposed in both those 
places. These proposals are made largely 
in consideration of the effects of the 
changes in modern armaments. So far 
as Gibraltar is concerned, I do not think 
I am overstating the case when I say that , 
supposing Spain were either hostile or 
in hostile hands, Gibraltar would be prac - 
tically untenable; it would be com- 
manded by modern artillery in such 
a way that it would be impossible to defend 
it from theland. On the other hand, we 
have got naval interests at Gibraltar ; 
it has become the base of our Atlantic 
Fleet, and from the sea at any rate we 
believe we can defend it with the greatest 
certainty of success. The same thing 
applies with regard to Malta. The 
methods of defence by sea have become so 
various, and hive increased so much 
that we believe that there also we are 
safe, and that a comparatively small 
garrison will hold it against any possible 
raid. 


These are our justifications for the 
proposals made for the reduction of the 
garrisons in these two places in the 


| Mediterranean, and I may say that the 


reductions are concurred in by all the 
the experts, both naval and military. 
Of course, the Opposition can very fairly 
say that our proposals are nebulous, that 
they are not clear. I think that the 
proposals themselves are clear enough, 
though I admit that the question as to 
whether or not they will succeed is not 
and cannot be clear. We must see to 
what extent the proposals are taker up by 
the people themselves, and supported by 
the country at large. But we ourselves 
believe that what we are recommending 


itself to the people of the country, and in 
which they are likely to help us. I think 
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the help of all patriotic men in the Op- | 
position in carrying this great scheme | 
to a successful issue. | 

| 


Lorpv NEWTON: My Lords, in a| 
previous debate I ventured to predict | 
that the present Secretary of State for | 
War would before long occupy the posi- 
tion of the best or rather the worst 
abused man in the country, and the 
course of the debate to-night seems to 
have justified that prophecy. I also ex- 
pressed the opinion, which created some 
surprise at the time, that so far as I 
personally was concerned, I was unable 
to ascertain that any material difference 
existed in principle between the present 
Secretary of State for War and his im- 
mediate predecessors, and that impres- 
sion also appears to have been corro- 
borated by what has passed during the 
course of this discussion. And for this 
reason I was less impressed than I ought 
to have been by the crushing attack, 
or what I suppose is considered the 
crushing attack, delivered by my noble 
friend Lord Donoughmore on the present 
Under-Secretary. [I am bound to say 
that if my noble friend Lord Donough- 
more occupied himself for hours or even 
for days and weeks in attacking his 
successor at the War Office I should 
still remain of the some opinion; and 
if Mr. Arnold-Forster and Mr. Brodrick 
were to fill column after column and 
nage after page of The Times in proving 
how immensely superior in every re- 
spect their respective schemes were to 
the scheme of the present Secretary of 
State, I am afraid I should remain still 
unconvinced, 
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man amongst immoderate colleagues. 
If we had to do with what I might vul- 
garly term an “ out and outer,” a peace- 
at-any-price antivaccinator, or a man 
of that kind, our position would be 
infinitely easier in attacking him; but 
we have to deal with a man whom we all 


| know to be very clever, and who has a 
reputation for moderation. 
attacking him is therefore infinitely 


The case in 


more difficult, but I maintain that the 
difference between the present Secretary 
of State for War and his immediate prede- 
cessors is one of degree. So convinced 
am I of this fact that if by some extra- 
ordinary concatenation of circumstances 
the present Secretary of State were to be 
ejected from office and to be replaced 
by some statesman from this side of the 
House or from the Opposition side of the 
other House, I feel absolutely confident 
that I could predict with the utmost 
certainty the speech that gentleman 
would make on assuming office. He 
would begin by announcing that, owing 
to the iniquity of his predecessor, the 
condition of the British Army was 
eminently unsatisfactory. He would go 
on to say that he intended to make people 
feel that thev were going to get value 
for their money. He would add that 
the British Army was intended for war, 
and that every expenditure upon that 
Army which did not conduce to make it 
effective for war would be a sheer and 
wicked waste of money. This is a truism 
which, in the language of the music halls, 
always “ draws,” and is perfectly certain 
to obtain applause. Then probably, 
in order to display his own cleverness, 


he would proceed to point out that the 


/problem which confronted us in this 


But, at all events, I am prepared to 
make this concession if it gives my noble 
‘riend Lord Donoughmore any satisfac- 
dion, that in my humble opinion the 
} resent Secretary of State for War is a 
distinctly more dangerous man than the 
previous occupants of that office. I do 
not know why that statement is greeted 
with derision, but I think I shall be able 
to prove that I am correct. In the 
first place, the present Secretary of 
State for War enjoys the backing of an 
unprecedented majority. In the second 
place, and this is very important, he 
enjoys, most unfortunately in my opi- 
nion, the reputation of being a moderate 


Lord Tweedmouth. 


country was one of extraordinary and 
exceptional difficulty, and that he in- 
tended to give the nation greater 
efficiency at less expense—probably 
50 per cent. greater efficiency at 50 per 
cent. less cost. If to these expressions 
he added that he was a firm believer in 
the blue water school and_ referred 


' to what is known as the “ silver streak ”’ 


in sufficiently appreciative terms, and 
proceeded to hint a promise of in- 
augurating disarmament, and if he 
finally wound up with an _ eloquent 
denunciation of the grinding tyranny 


of conscription to which the Swiss, the 


French, and the other slaves of Republican 
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events be sure of a temporary rhetorical 
success ; and if he talked long enough 
and fluently enough he would probably 
even be complimented by his prede- 
cessor in office. 


Well, my Lords, these rhetorical 
thapsodies produce in me the reflection 
that we are not in the least the sort of 
people we imagine ourselves to be or that 
other people imagine us to be. We 
imagine ourselves and we are imagined, 
quite erroneously, to be an extremely 
practical people. As a matter of 
fact, it is perfectly clear to me that 
we are one of the most emo- 
tional and sentimental people on the 
face of the globe, and if it comes to 
quantity and quality of gush there is no 
one who can successfully compete with us. 
I can understand these eloquent plati- 
tudes and truisms exercising considerable 
influence upon persons who are not in the 
habit of listening to political speeches. 
T can imagine them having considerable 
effect, say, in a gathering promoted by 
the Liberal Social Union, or even, under 
certain, circumstances, under the auspices 
of the Primrose League. But it is 
really astonishing to me to find that 
these rhetorical outbursts and these 
platitudes are swallowed by persons who 
are accustomed to pass their lives in 
listening either to their own speeches 
or to those of other persons. You would 
suppose that the Members of the other 
House would by this time, to put it 
vulgarly, know what claptrap is, but, 
strange to say, they do not. 


Stripped of all exuberant rhetoric, 
what solid facts do we gather from the 
much-applauded statement of the present 
Secretary of State for War? The only 
ascertainable solid dry facts are these— 
that he is going to reduce the Regular 
Army and put absolutely nothing in its 
place, unless eloquent aspirations and 
hopes are to be taken as the equivalent 
for solid flesh and blood. If this is the 
result of clear thinking, I confess that 
for my part I much prefer obscurity. 
What we know is that, as regards the 
Army, the Government have decided 
upon a reduction, and we also know that 
the friends and colleagues, or a certain 
number.of them, of the right hon. Gentle- 
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man are in favour also of reducing nava! 
expenditure. These reductions are justi- 
fied by optimists upon the following 
grounds. To put it briefly, their argu- 
ment runs as follows. They say we have 
got an alliance with the Japanese, a 
simple-minded people who apparently are 
fond of fighting, and who, although an 
island race, actually think it necessary 
to maintain an efficient military force. 
These people, to whom we have been 
condescending enough to grant an alliance 
will guarantee to us our Asiatic Empire. 
If we look nearer home we have an 
understanding with France which 
gives us absolute security in Europe. 
Domestic dissensions in Russia clearly 
prevent the possibility of any aggressive 
action on the part of that Power. The 
Germans belong to the same family as 
ourselves. We have lately been enter- 
taining selections of German journalists 
in this country, and at this moment an 
International Parliament is sitting in 
these premises. There is nothing, we are 
told, to be apprehended from them. As 
to the prospect of a fratricidal war with 
America, that is an absolutely unthink- 


Army Scheme. 


able calamity. In addition to these 
convincing arguments we have been 


told by the present Under-Secretary of 
State for War that if any Power were 
misguided enough to make an attack 
upon us the taxable capacity of the 
community and its financial reserve 
power would be the best guarantee for 
defence. 


I am prepared cheerfully to admit 
that the present position of the British 
Empire is extremely favourable, and 
very much more favourable than it was 
some years ago. I would like to ask 
to what is this due? I should like to 
pay the noble Marquess the Leader of 
the Opposition the compliment of saying 
that it is entirely due to his own qualities 
of high statesmanship. It certainly is 
not due to our own popularity or to any 
engaging qualities which we may possess 
in our own eyes or in the eyes of other 
people. These alliances and under- 
standings are due, not to any idealistic 
state of things, but to a simple fact— 
namely, to the fact that we have had 
sufficient sense persistently to cultivate 
our sea power and to pay attention to 
our Navy; and perhaps it is necessary 








979 The New 
to point out that alliances and under- 
standings are not founded upon senti- 
ment but upon interest. The interest 
in this particular case happens to be our 
possession of naval power, and as soon 
as we begin to neglect that very neces- 
sary precaution we shall experience a 
most remarkable change for the worse 


in our relations with foreign countries, | 


and the more we increase our military 
efficiency the greater will be the consider- 
ation which we shall enjoy. 


The reduction to which I refer may 
be an act of gross iniquity on the part of 
the Government. At all events, my 
noble friend the Under-Secretary for 
War has fairly let the cat out of the bag 
to-night with regard to this particular 
point.. He has informed us that this 
reduction is not the result of military or 
political calculations, but the result of a 
mythical mandate given by the voters at 
the last election. I almost wish that 
some noble Lord would move for a Re- 
turn of the various mandates which have 
been given during the last few months. 
When he says that this is acquiesced in by 
the military officers of the Government, 
I imagine that the position is this, that 
the Government went to the military ex- 
perts and said— 

“ Now, look here, we have got a mandate, and 
you have to accommodate yourselves to that 
mandate. The mandate is that we cut down 
the offensive forces of the Crown, and you 
have to make the best of it.” 

That is the long and short of it. I 
cannot help thinking that the proposed 
reduction has been somewhat exaggerated 
on the present occasion. It seems to me 
that what we have to make up our minds 
upon, what we have to decide, is not a 
mere question whether a few battalions 


shall be abolished or maintained, espec- | 


ally if some of those battalions happen 
to be more or less paper battalions. 
The question which we have to consider 
is a very much more important one than 
that—namely, the question which was 
brought before this House by Lord 
Roberts and by Lord Milner. 


The real task, if the present Secretary of 
State had been in earnest, was to set 
about the preparation of this country for 
war. This, by the way, he professed 
himself ready to do, but the only sign 
of it is, to use the expression of the First 
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| Lord of the Admiralty, a nebulous scheme. 
_under which the Auxiliary Forces are to 
| enjoy home rule and people are to train, 
| and organise themselves under the super- 
| vision of the local authorities, but not 
/in such a way as to interfere with their 
own business. If this meant anything at 
all, which, in all probability, it does not, 
it would mean that the Auxiliary Forces 
—the national Army—are to be put upon 
the rates. At all events, what is clear 
is that it is intended that the War Office 
—the central authority—should wash its 
hands of all responsibility for national 
defence and the Auxiliary Forces or the 
national Army, whichever you choose 
to call it, will be handed over to a hybrid 
body with the Lord-Lieutenant at the 
head of it and presumably a labour 
town councillor, or possibly a passive 
resister, atthe tail. From the enthusiasm 
with which this proposal has been greeted 
and from the length of time which has 
been spent upon it by the Committee 
under Lord Esher, it might be supposed 
that this idea of invoking locai influences 
had never been evolved before. How true 
it is that there is nothing new under the 
sun! I should like to know where the 
Auxiliary Forces would be at the 
present moment if it had not been 
for the work done by Lords-Lieu- 
tenant and county people  gene- 
rally. Yet the present Secretary of 
State for War, in what I can only term 
a singularly ungenerous manner, talks 
of the desirability of Lords-Lieutenant 
earning their uniforms, and presumably 
of Deputy-Lieutenants earning their uni- 
/forms too, and of giving county people 
something to do. It is a pity that at 
this stage of the proceedings we do not 
know more about the composition of 
these associations. We know _ that 
| Lords-Lieutenant are going to be at 
| their head, and we know that Deputy- 
| Lieutenants are also going to be invited 
| to take part. We have reason to sup- 
pose that the services of employers of 
labour will be required, and that repre- 
sentatives of elected bodies will also: 
be pressed into the service. I am 
wondering if this is really representa- 
tive enough. Would it not be as 
well, if they are to be really repre- 
sentative, that women should serve on 
these associations? It really is almost 
worth suggesting that “‘ General” Booth’s. 
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lieutenants of the Salvation Army should { 
be utilised in some form or other, and if | 
the national defence is going to be turned 
into a kind of pastime it seems only fair 
that the people who are somewhat un- 
kindly termed “flannelled fools and 
mudded oafs”’ should also be allowed 
some form of representation. What- 
ever the representation may be, we may 
be sure that Lords- Lieutenant and 
persons of that kind will be fairly sound 
in their views. But when it comes to the 
representatives of elected bodies, I con- 
fess I begin to entertain some considera- 
able fears. I am under the impression 
that there are many elected bodies in 
this country who are imbued with what 
is termed the spirit of anti-militarism, 
and TI can hardly imagine a 
Welsh County Council, or, for the 
matter of that, an Irish County Council 
taking a keen interest in the development 
of national defence. If these associa- 
tions succeed in their object, which to 


me appears absolutely incredible, the 
utmost that can be hoped is that in 
course of time an unorganised and 


partially-trained mob will grow up, so to 
speak, like mushrooms, on the go-as-you- 
please principle, which in time of emer- 
gency can be summoned and _ brought 
up to a state of efficiency. 


It is possible that these patriotic per- 
sons who sacrifice themselves to do the 
national work may submit to these 
stringent conditions, but I very much 
doubt whether this will be the case. I 
remember very well that in 1900 it was 
suggested that the Volunteers should 
extend their training to something like 
a month, and it was very soon discovered 
that the proposal was not practicable ; 
and in order to point out the fallacy 
of supposing that these bodies can be 
called out whenever it is thought neces- 
sary and brought up to the requisite 
pitch of efficiency, I would like to remind 
the House of what took place in 1899. 
In that year, when it was certain that 
we should have to go to war with the 
Boers, Lord Wolseley recommended that 
an army corps should be mobilised. Why 
was that not done? Because there were 
military reasons against it; but also 
because there were political reasons 
against it. It was known perfectly well 
that it would have been bitterly opposed 
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| by the Opposition at that time. I 
ask you to consider what would be 


the case, supposing at the present. 
moment we were engaged in serious 
difficulties with a foreign Power. Bear- 


ing in mind the constitution of the 
present House of Commons I do not 
think it is any exaggeration to say that 
at least one half of the persons who 
support His Majesty's Government 
would be avowedly in favour of the 
country with whom we were engaged in 
differences. If it were proposed to call 
out these semi-trained or imperfectly 
trained men it would arouse the bitterest 
opposition, and I am convinced myself 
that it would be impossible to work in 
theory. 


[ must confess that in my humble 
opinion the present Secretary of State 


for War has missed a magnificent 
opportunity. Looking at the ques- 
tion how you will, treating it from 


whichever way you please, it is perfectly 
plain that our military liabilities are 
increasing and will continue to increase, 
and that the question we shall have to 
decide before very long is not the mere 
question of knocking off a few battalions 
or adding them on, but whether we are 
going to organise ourselves for war upon 
a system of universal service or whether 
we are prepared to pay an enormously 
enhanced price for the privilege of 
retaining the present voluntary system. 
Nobody, with the exception of the late 
Lord Salisbury, has ever enjoyed the 
opportunity which was in the possession 
of the present Secretary of State for 
War He had not only an immense 
majority behind him, but he had the: 
reputation of being a moderate and a far- 
seeing statesman. I; was in the power 
of this man to democratise, in the best 
sense of the word, our military system,. 
and to make, as he ought, every citizen 
of this country realise his responsibility to: 
his country. I daresay that if he had 
endeavoured to do so he would at first 
have suffered. Very likely his windows 
would have been broken, but he would 
shortly have obtained compensation and 
would have gone down to history as a real 
man. Instead of that he has descended 
to pander to the ignorance, the indolence, 
the apathy, and the prejudice of that 
portion of the public which, unhappily, 
is always only too anxious to find any 
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excuse for shirking its responsibility, and | 
if, as some day may occur, we are over- 

whelmed in some great disaster, the res- 

ponsibility for that disaster will rest more 

heavily on the present Secretary of State 

for War than on any man now living. 


*ViscouNT GOSCHEN : My Lords, I 
will stand but a few minutes between 
those Members of your Lordships’ House 
who desire to speak from the point of view 
of the Army. I am sure we can all 
sympathise with the wish which they must 
feel to speak upon the military side of the 
question after the most inadequate dis- 
cussions which have occurred in another 
place. I am sure that there are many 
men connected with the Army from their 
youth upwards who must have been 
deeply disappointed by the proposals of 
the Secretary of State for War. For my 
part | am prepared to say that I have 
much sympathy with Mr. Haldane. He 
occupies a very diflicult post when the 
view held by the great majority of the 
Party which supports the Government as 
to the defences of the country is con- 
cerned. I doubt whether the Secretary 
of State for War is able to place implicit 
confidence in the backing which he would 
receive from the present Prime Minister. 
I do not know that the antecedents of the 
Prime Minister are such as would inspire 
Mr. Haldane with the necessary obstinacy 
to resist, in the present state of Parties, 
that reduction in the Estimates which we 
are told, and told again to-night in most 
emphatic terms, is the mandate the 
present Government have received, 


The noble Earl, the Under-Secretary of 
State for War, in very solemn and official 
terms, read out the declaration, evidently 
an inspired declaration, with reference to 
the cardinal point of the policy of the 
present Government. He stated it most 
candidly. My noble friend just now 
alluded to it, but I think it is important 
to bring this point out well before the 
country. The cardinal point in the policy 
of the Government is that the nation 
‘requires a reduction in the expenditure 
onthe Army. That is accepted by noble 
Lords opposite and by their Party. They 
-eall it a mandate. This mandate is inextric- 
ably mixed up with other mandates, and 
iin’ what proportion the Government 
majority was due to the desire for dimin- 
ished expenditure on the Army is difficult 


ito ascertain. But has the nation been so” 


Lord Newton. 
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directed, so instructed by the leaders of 
the Radical Party, that it is qualified to 
say that diminished expenditure is the first 


‘condition, efficiency and readiness for 


defence the second? Great is the res- 
ponsibility upon the leaders in a new 
Parliament, with new forces coming to 
the front, who have not the same oppor- 
tunity of studying the history of their 
own country, still less the history of other 
countries, to state clearly to their followers 
the existing conditions and necessities for 
the defence of the country. 


The crude principle is laid down that 
expenditure is to be decreased, but I hope 
His Majesty’s Government will give a 
distinct and clear answer to the question: 
Is the mandate exhausted Ly the present 
action of the Secretary of State for War? 
Is this a complete satisfaction, or is it 
only an instalment ! How is the country 
to judge between the distinct proposals 
and the nebulous suggestions ? How are 
we to discharge our duty with reference to 
the criticism of these proposals unless we 
know whether the mandate is exhausted, 
or whether behind these proposals now 
submitted further mandates remain to be 
fulfilled ? There have been rumours that 
unless the Secretary of State for War 
carries his reductions much further than 
is intended by the present proposals he 
will have to go, but [ hope that is not the 
view which is taken by the bulk of the 
Party ; but if it is not the view of the 
buik of the Party, a moment ought to 
come when the present Parliament, with 
the new forces which have come to the 
front, should be instructed that no hope 
can be held out of further reductions 
unless there is a great change in the state 
of Europe, and in present circumstances 
which necessitate preparation for defence. 
Have you the courage to say this to your 
supporters? You will agree that you 
ge. Do not let 
the country be led to the belief that there 
are possibilities of indefinite reduction in 
the defensive forces on which the safety 
of this country depends. 


The Government have laid claim to 
the support of the Army Council, but if! 
am not mistaken,the matter was put before 
the Army Council in this way—Redue- 
tion isa policy decided upon, advise us 
how best to carry it out. I ask the 


noble Marquess the Leader of the House 


whether that is not a fair way to put it. 
If that is so, do not tell us that the 
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Army Council are a party to your plan. 
Do not tell us that you have the leaders 
of the Army behind you. Tell us, if 
you like, that they have been the instru- 
ment by which you have effected a 
scientific adjustment in fulfilment of your 
mandate, but do not quote the Army 
Council as being behind your policy. I 
do not know whether the Army Council 
hold a position analagous to that of the 
Board of Admiralty or whether they 
have the same responsibility tc the 
service. The Lords of the Admiralty 
have to sign the Estimates. I do not 
know whether the members of the Army 
Council have to sign the Estimates. If 
not, their responsibility is quite different. 


THE Earn or DONOUGHMORE: 
They do sign the Estimates. 


Viscount GOSCHEN: My noble 
friend tells me they do sign the 
Estimates. Well, if that is so, they read 
their duty—probably quite correctly — 
ina very different way from the Lords 
of the Admiralty, for the Lords of the 
Admiralty would resign if they thought 
sufficient money was not placed at their 
disposal for the needs of the Navy. If 
the Army Council is responsible only for 
the form of the reduction, it is not on the 
same footing as the Naval administration. 
I depreciate however, the tendency of 
Ministers to shelter themselves behind 
the dictu of councils or experts. There 
has been a growing tendency to do this 
on the part of recent Governments. 
There is a great danger in such a 
system. There is great difficulty in 
quoting opinions correctly, and if the 
opinion of councils or experts are quoted, 
those whose opinions. are cited cannot 
protest against any even accidental 
ambiguity in the expression of opinions 
attributed to them. I say in no Party 
spirit, but as generally applicable to 
all Administrations—Let Ministers take 
the responsibility. The country knows 
that there is an Army Council, a 
Committee of Defence, behind them. 
To quote them is dangerous and uncon- 
stitutional, and, if we once quote, when 
they are not quoted there will be 
suspicion that the Government are not 
in harmony with their experts. 

There is only one other point to which 
I should like to call attention. Reference 
has been made to the fact that battalions 
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are to be taken away from Malta and 
Gibraltar. I ask whether Malta is not 
the most important centre in the Medi- 
terranean from which to send troops in 
cases of emergency to Egypt or to India ; 

and whether it is wise, in view of the 
agitation in Egypt and in North Africa, 
to denude Malta of troops. In conclu- 
sion, let me entreat His Majesty’s 
Government to be careful, even if they 
think they must bow to the demands of 
their followers in the sense in which they 
have bowed to them, not by any language: 
or any action to encourage in the new 
forces which are taking a greater share: 
than they have ever done before in the: 
administration of the country any weaken- 
ing of the sense of patriotic sacrifice, the 
sense of public duty in the masses of the 
people upon whom all Governments must 
depend. 


Lorb GRIMTHORPE: My Lords, I 
think some of us are rather at a loss to 
understand the great bitterness of the 
earlier part of the speech of the noble 
Viscount who has just sat down. He 
attacked the Government with all the 
force of his irony, and as irony it was. 
extremely effective ; but the bitterness of 
it is difficult to understand, when in the 
course of his speech he had no argument 
to bring against the scheme propounded 
by the Secretary of State for War, ex- 
cept that he objected to troops being 
withdrawn from Malta. As regards 
Malta, everybody knows that it is an ex- 
tremely unhealthy station, and that it is 
exceedingly difficult to train troops there 
with advantage ; and with regard to the 
sending of troops to Egypt and other 
places, if the troops are sent from England 
you have their transport ready at hand, 
and a matter of a few days does not make 
much difference. 


The noble Lord opposite (Lord Newton) 
was not the only person who predicted 
that when the new Secretary of State for 
War produced his scheme, he would be: 
severely criticised and his scheme con- 
demned. Well, he has produced his 
scheme, and the dreadful things which 
were prophesied have not happened, and 
I think any one who has followed the 
debate to-day will admit that there is 
singularly little to be said against that 
scheme. The attacks upon it have been 
of a more or less Party character, and 








987 The New 


‘have been somewhat mild and _per- 
functory. The scheme was not attacked 
on the same grounds as the schemes of 
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be disbanded. I presume that whatever 
selection had been made it would have 
been open to that attack. But I do 


Mr. Haldane’s predecessors, and I feel | think there was something in what Earl 
‘convinced that, unless it is attacked by | Temple said as regards the reduction in 
stronger arguments than those which | the Guards. And for ths reason, that 
have been delivered this evening, it | those who favour reductions in the Army, 
do so on the grounds of economy and 


will hold its ground. 


What was there in the “crushing 
attack” of the noble Earl the late Under- 
Secretary of State for War? I will 
summarise his points as briefly as possible. 


The first charge he made—and it was | 


reiterated by the noble Viscount who 


not kept faith with the House and the 
country. That is a charge extremely 
difficult to understand. Mr. 


' economical 


efficiency. Now, there is no doubt as to 
the efficiency of the two Guards battalions 
in question, and they are also an 
force. Therefore, at first 
sight, neither on the ground of economy 
nor of efficiency, should they be reduced. 


| But we are told that they are not required 
spoke last—was that Mr. Haldane had | y 1 


Haldane | 


said at first that he was not going to) 
/much to say against the scheme as it 
' stood, he seemed to hint that it was an 


bring in any scheme until he had thought 
the matter over and thoroughly in- 
vestigated the question. Well, having 
thought the matter over and thoroughly 
investigated the question, he has now 
brought in his scheme, and, whatever else 
‘the scheme was to include, we all knew it 
would effect some reduction in the Army. 
The noble Lord opposite (Lord Newton) 
complains that a reduction is to be effect- 
ed before anything else is put in its place. 
If you put something in its place it is not 
a reduction. 


Lorp NEWTON: Something much 
cheaper in its place. 


Lorp GRIMTHORPE: That is what 


we are going to do. 


THe Earn oF DONOUGHMORE: 
What are you going to do ? 


Lord GRIMTHORPE: I think 
the Government have explained very 
clearly what their proposals are. 
the Government took away with one 


hand and replaced with another 
they would be _ stultifying them- 
selves. It is also complained that the 


Secretary of State for War has not given 
sufficient credit to his predecessors. I 
do not know what credit is due to them, 
seeing that they first brought in one 
scheme and then another, both of which 
were pronounced unworkable. Therefore, 
for what were they to receive credit ? 
The third form of attack was that an 
unhappy and unfortunate selection had 
been made of the battalions that were to 


Lord Grimthor pe. 


for the striking force, and that therefore 
they are an unnecessary expense, and, if 
unnecessary, naturally they have to go. 


Although the noble Viscount had not 


instalment of worse things. When the 
worse things come it will be time enough 


to refer to them, but they have not come 


If 


yet, and my confidence in the Secretary 
of State for War is such that I do not 
believe they ever will come. We who 
defend this scheme against attack stand 
in a somewhat different position from 
those who defended previous schemes 
from attack. They said, “It is all very 
well to attack a scheme; produce some- 


thing in its place. What is your 
alternative scheme?” We cannot say 


that to noble Lords opposite, because 
they have done nothing else but 
produce alternative schemes for years 
past, and each one of their schemes 
has been found to be unworkable. The 
big majority who support the present 
Government find no fault with this 
scheme, but there was nota single scheme 
brought forward by the other side when 
they were in office which was not attacked 
and considered most unsatisfactory by 
their own supporters. 


The noble Viscount laughed at the word 
“mandate.” The word “ mandate” has 
been to some extent covered with ridicule 
from many points of view; but a man 
must be blind to what has been going on 
in the country who maintains that the 
people did not give clear expression of a 
desire that some reduction should be 
made in the vast expenditure on the 
Army. ‘The Members of the ‘ate Govern- 
ment were anxious to reduce it them- 
selves if they could. Mr, Arnold-Forster 
pointed out the necessity for reduction. 
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He knew we had arrived at a stage at 


which the nation would cry “Stop.” 


And here we come to the point Lord 
Goschen made about the Army Council. 
He asked, “Did you tell the Army 
Council there must be a reduction?” It 
goes without saying that in asking the 
Army Council to consider the scheme, the 
general conditions were laid down. 
any scheme which has to be produced the 


general conditions have to be laid down, | 


I presume that in this case the Cabinet 
naturally laid down the general conditions 
and the Army Council proluced their 
scheme—at any rate, the scheme has 
their support. 


I cannot discover in any of the speeches 
of the critics of the Government any sign 
that they have asked themselves what 
our Army is for, and how much we can 
spend upon it. All that they do is to 
draw gloomy prognostications of fearful 
possibilities in some future eventualities. 
But where can those eventualities occur ! 
They can only occur on the Continent, in 
Egypt, or on the Indian frontier. When 
one listened to what the noble and 
gallant Karl on the cross benches said 
about the German Army the only im- 
pression it made on one’s mind was that 
England would never be so mad as to 
embark on a land war with a Continental 
Power possessing such overwhelming 
forces. Therefore, I think the country 
understands that it is not on the Con- 
tinent that these eventualities will occur. 
Well then, is it in Egypt? Surely an 
expeditionary force of 150,000 men is 
‘quite sufficient to deal with any trouble 
likely to arise in Egypt. 


Then as to the Indian frontier. The 
noble and gallant Earl said that 500,000 
men at least would be required to defend 
the Indian frontier. Some few years ago 
I rode from end to end of the Indian 
frontier and penetrated every pass through 
which an invasion could take place, and 
I can say that the opinion of all the 
military men onthe Indian frontier was 
that 200,000 men would be ample to 
defend it. I never heard an opinion ex- 
pressed by any military man on the 
frontier that more than that number 
would be required, and when we consider 
the experience of the Boer War and the 
fact that 40,000 men ina comparatively 
open country could hold at bay 250,000 
men for three years, surely 200,000 
British soldiers can defend the Indian 
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| frontier—the most difficult frontier in the 
| world. Therefore I think it may be 
| said that we have no need for any larger 
|Army than the Secretary of State for 
| War proposes to maintain. It cannot be 
required in any portion of the world in 
any contingency that is likely to come 
within the range of practical politics. 


Army Scheme, 


Lord Roberts said that there is no 
country in the world that enjoys her 
safety on such easy terms. it must not 
be forgotten that we are paying 
£33,000,000 for our military and naval 
defence, and that no other country spends 
more than £40,000,000. We spend more 
than double that of any other country, 
and yet it is said that we defend our 
country on easy terms. The noble and 
gallant Earl also called attention to the 
unfitness and unwillingness of our 
Auxiliary Forces. Was that fair? He 
said that only one man in fifty was pre- 
pared to serve his country. I do not 
think that is quite fair. In the first place 
I may say that people can serve their 
country in other ways besides in military 
service, and the people who are engaged 
in accumulating the sinews of war are 
also serving their country. If noble 
Lords imagine that war could be carried 
on without money they take a different 
view from that of Lord Beaconsfield, 
who said after the Crimean War that 
the one thing that was necessary was to 
accumulate the financial resources of the 
country and not spend too much on 
our armaments, 


I think the Government are perfectly 
right in appealing to the country to 
provide the Auxiliary Forces that they 
require. Such an appeal has never been 
made to the country before. The 
Auxiliary Forces have been discouraged, 
snubbed, and sneered at, and military 
generals of great eminence have, instead 
of encouraging them, told them that 
they were no use. I am firmly con- 
vinced that the Government in telling 
the Auxiliary Forces that this great duty 
of defending the country is laid upon 
them are acting wisely, and that there 
will be an adequate response. [am sure 
that if you show the country plainly and 
clearly that they must supplement the 
Regular Army by a Volunteer Army, in 
order to fulfil certain military duties 
which cannot be discharged without that 
Auxiliary Force, they will provide it. 
Anyhow, I think you ought to make this 
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experiment before you resort to conscrip- 
tion, which is utterly repugnant to the 
feeling of every Englishman. 


*Lorp AMPTHILL: My Lords, there 
has been a great deal of criticism this 
evening which has remained unanswered, 
and I do not propose to add to the mass 
of it. I came here intending to do so, 
but since those who have spoken have not 
as yet received any reply to what they 
said, it seems to be idle and useless to go 
on reiterating our questions and our 
complaints. but I cannot leave the re- 
marks of the three speakers who have 
addressed us from the Government side 
of the House altogether unchallenged. 
The noble Lord who has just sat down, 
whose disregard for the conventions of 
this House is only equalled by the jovial 
self-confidence with which he makes state- 
ments unsupported by facts, and assertions 
unsupported by argument, made several 
very singular remarks. I will not refer 
to such remarks as the one to the effect 
that those who are accumulating money 
for themselves are providing the sinews 
of war and thus rendering public 
service, but I wish to refer _ par- 
ticularly to the remark with which 
he opened his speech. He said he was 
at-a loss to understand how the noble 
Viscount who had preceded him could 
have spoken with such Party bitterness. 


in this House who will 
opinion. If ever there was a speech made 
with an absence of Party bitterness and 
from a true patriotic feeling, it was that 
speech. 


Lorp GRIMTHORPE: I did not say 
Party bitterness. 
DONOUGHMORE : 


THe EARL OF 


Yes, you did. 


*Lorp AMPTHILL: The noble Lord 
went on to say that the arguments used 
against the present Army scheme were so 
bad that they required no answer. | 
hardly think that is a sufficient reply. 


Lorp GRIMTHORPE: I did not say 
they required no answer. I said they 
were not likely to upset the scheme of 
the Minister for War. 


*Lorp AMPTHILL: The effect was 
the same. That was the impression his 


Lord Grimthorpe. 
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words gave. I pass on to what.was said 
by the noble Lord the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, who wound up his speech by 
protesting that he had not spoken in a 
Party spirit, and by asking noble Lords 
on this side of the House for their support 
to a scheme of Army reform. It is 
quite true that the noble Lord did not 
speak in a Party spirit. He said hardly 
anything at all. I think noble Lords 


Army Scheme. 


will agree with me that he did not make 


any attempt to answer what had been 


‘said on this side of the House, and 


it was only in that way that he was able 
to avoid Party spirit. I need hardly 
assure the noble Lord that we on this 


side of the House are more than ready to 
|give our support to any scheme which 


provides for the national defence and the 


safety of the Empire; but if we are to 





co-operate, to give our support and avoid 
unnecessary criticism, surely it must be 
on the condition that we have frank 
explanations of the intentions of the 
Government ; and if, in the desire to 
elicit those explanations, we put questions, 
we should be met fairly and squarely and 
be given answers. 

No answer has been given to anything 
of importance that has been said on this 
side of the House. The noble Earl the 
Under-Secretary of State for War was 
content to assure us that the reason for 


I am certain that there is no noble Lord | the reduction beg that the country ip 
endorse that $@neral and the Government in particular 
j,. | desired 


it. We all desire economy. 
We should all be glad to see a reduction 
in the expenditure on the Army, but we 
do not wish to see a reduction which is 
combined with a loss of efficiency ; and 
what we asked for were such explanations 
as would assure us that the proposed 
alterations and reductions would not 
result in a loss of efficiency. 


The noble Earl went on to tell us that 
the Government had had a mandate from 
the country to spend less money. We 
have heard a great deal about mandates 
and are perfectly ready to believe that 
the Government have an inexhaustible 
store of them ; but it is difficult for us to 
swallow this one when the first action of 
the Party now in power was to pass in 
the other House Resolutions in favour of 
payment of Members, franking of letters, 
payment of election expenses, and other 
costly luxuries of the kind. The noble 
Earl went on to say that the scheme 


‘did not propose to reduce the artillery, 
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but only the imaginary strength of 
the artillery. I think that here again 
he missed the point. If he had said that 
the scheme reduced the “potential ” 
strength of the artillery instead of 
“imaginary” strength, it would have | 
been more in accordance with fact. | 


In regard to the shortage of officers— 
an important point—the noble Earl went 
out of his way to give us an answer to 4 | 
criticism which had not been made. It 
would have been far better for him if he | 
had not done so. He told us that none 
of the officers of disbanded regiments 
would be dismissed, but that they would 
be absorbed into the strength of other 
regiments. Does the noble Earl not 
see that that is in effect a reduction ? 
These officers would simply fill the 
places of officers who are obliged to 
retire within the course of the next few | 
years, and they would not remain as a re- 
serve of leaders. If these officers are to 
be absorbed they will not be there as 
Reserve Officers. The First Lord of the 
Admiralty was content to dismiss the 
arguments advanced by the noble and 
gallant Earl, who is, perhaps, the most 
experienced soldier in the world, by say- 
ing that conscription was impossible, 
without precedent, and contrary to 
reason. I ask your Lordships whether 
those are replies to arguments which are 
worthy of this House or of this occasion. 


There is one point in particular on 
waich I trust it is not too late to ex- 
pect an answer from His Majesty’s 
Government. The whole of this Army | 
reform question hangs on that of the 
Militia, and I think the speech which | 
was made by the noble Duke behind | 
me (the Duke of Bedford), is sufficiently | 
clear in the memory of your Lordships to | 
render it unnecessary for me to reiterate 
what he said. What we want to know is 
whether the Militia are to be sent abroad, 
when they go to reinforce the Regular | 
Army, in battalions or in companies. That | 
is the whole point. We have had no clear 
and unequivocal statement on this point. 
Reading between the lines of the speech 
of the Secretary of State for War, it 
seoms necessary to assume that the Militia 
will go abroad by companies and not by 
battalions. Asa Militia officer I assure 
your Lordships that the proposed change | 
is a distinction without a difference ; it | 
is actually a perpetuation of the old | 
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system which has been universally con- 
demned. 


The noble Duke and other speakers 
proved that the effect would be exactly 
the same as if you deprived the Militia 
battalions of the pick of their men. The 


| company would in no conceivable circum- 


stances be sent as it stood on parade in 
ordinary times ; imperfections would be 


_ remedied from the strength of thebattalion 


It is inconceivable that any other course 
would be adopted than that the weak men 
should be replaced by strong ones, and 
that the best officers would be sent with 
them. Where, then, would be the rest 
of the battalion? Where, as the noble 
Duke asked, would be the commanding 


officer and those next in rank to 
him? Presumably they would stay at 
‘home. Where would the battalion 


itself be? What share would it have 
of what is popularly known as glory, 
of everything which goes to inspire 
the soldier and to make for military 
ardour? I had a great deal I should like 
to have said this evening, but I have 
contented myself with making these 
few criticisms, for it seems to me that 
even at the last moment we may hope for 
a reply from His Majesty’s Government 
on the one point that I consider the most 
important one: What is to be the exact 
treatment of the Militia ? 


*Tue Eart oF ERROL: My Lords, I 
wish to associate myself with what has 
fallen from the noble Lord who has just 
sat down. It seems to me that none of 


|the noble Lords who have spoken from 


this side of the House have received any 
answer to their questions. I confess I was 


/much disappointed at the very carefully 


prepared and guarded answer given by 
the noble Earl the Under-Secretary for 


| War. The scheme put forward by the 
‘Government is admittedly incomplete, 


and the discussion in the other House was 


| insufficient to elucidate many points upon 


which we must be informed before being 


able to pronounce any definite judgment 
| on the scheme as a whole. 
| that the noble Earl the Under-Secretary 


I had hoped 


would have cleared up and amplified some 
of the more obscure points, but I regret I 
was disappointed, 


The noble Marquess the Leader of the 
Opposition said the other day that the 
people of this country were not so much 
apathetic as puzzled. I think that after 
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the speech of the noble Earl the Under- 
Secretary they will not be less puzzled | 
than they were before. The only thing 
which seems to me to be clear in this | 
scheme is what I may call the destructive 
portion of it; the constructive part is 
vague and indefinite. | There are sugges- 
tions as to an improved Militia, as to its 
being better trained and made more ready | 
for war ; but we have not been vouchsafed 
any opinion as to how this is to be achieved. 
The noble Karl gave us very little infor 
mation at all, He took up what I think | 
may call a strategic position behind his 
military advisers, and refused entirely 
to be drawn by the questions of my noble 
friend Lord Donoughmore or of the noble | 
Duke behind me. 


995 


I cannot but think that the War Oftice 
have been lamentably weak in the advice | 
which they have given to the Govern. | 
ment. ‘They seem to me to have been 
wanting in backbone to the most deplor-_ 
able degree. There are hardly any | 
officers of any standing outside the magic 
circle of the War Office who do not con- 
template these reductions with alarm or 
dismay. The military correspondent of 
The Times, in an admirable letter a few | 
days ago, pointed out that this reduction | 
was not a reduction merely of 20,000 | 
men, but that it amounted to a reduction | 
of about 42,000 men. ‘This is how he | 
arrived at that figure. Section D of the 
Army Reserve, which has about 4,000 men | 
put into it every year, is to be abolished | 
temporarily. But at the end of four | 
years this will mean a reduction of 16,000 | 
men. ‘Then there are another 7,000 men | 
who will have to be taken off the Reserve | 


owing to the reduction of the ten 
battalions and the reduction in the 


number of artillery, all of which were, of 
course, Reserve producing cadres. I 
think it is most tegrettable that these | 
reductions shuld be made before there is | 
something to put in in their place, and 
before the resuscitated Militiamand we 
have not been told how it is to be made 
up—is rendered capable of taking its 
place in the field. 
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more training if they are to be put 
in the first Line ; but more training means 


increased expenditure, and we have the 


authority of the Norfolk Commission that, 
as at present constituted, the Militia are 
not fit for the fighting Line. I think the 
suggestion that the Militia should serve 
abroad is admirable, but we have not been 
told what inducements will be given to get 
them to undertake these new responsibil- 
ities. ‘The question was several times 
asked as to whether the 30,000 men of the 
expeditionary foree were to be made up 
from drafts or from companies. If they 
are to be made up from drafts I should 
like to know what difference there is be 
tween these 30,000 men and the 30,000 
Militia Reserve which existed before the 
war and which has since been abolished, 
We should also like to know whether 
these Militiamen will be allowed to enlist 
in the Line. These things are very im- 
portant. The complaint has always been, 
amongst the Militia, that they have been 
used merely as feeders for the Line. Very 
little has been said about the provision of 


| officers, and this is one of the most im- 


portant points. Lord Roberts said, in a 
speech last year, that some of the bat 
talions that were sent out to South Africa 
came out very nearly ten officers short, 
and for that reason it was impossible for 
him to send them to the front. The 
Norfolk Commission also tells us that the 
training of Militia oflicers is insutticient 
to enable them properly to lead troops in 
the field and especially incompletely- 
trained troops. This shortage of officers 
is a very serious thing. It is no doubt very 
ingenious on the part of His Majesty’s 
Government to say that they have a super- 
fluity ofj officers simply by doing away 
with battalions. The 300 otlicers who 
are to be reduced will not be an addition 
to the number of officers in the Army 
because they will eventually become 
absorbed. 


I want to say one word as to the re- 
duction of the Guards I do not wish to 
speak from a sentimental point of view, 
although nobody recognises more than | 


‘do the importance of sentiment in an 


We have not been told how the men 
are to be got or how they are to be 
trained. Neither have we been told how | 
we are to get youths at 19 instead ef 17, 
which is the present age for the Militia. 
There is no doubt they ought to have 


The Earl of Erroll. 


Army and the esprif de corps which it en- 
genders. I want to argue this purely on 
the ground of efficiency, and [ maintain 
that the Government have shown no valid 
reason whv these splendid battalions 
should be reduced. In deciding whether 
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a unit was to remain the Secretary of 
State made use of these words— 

“The purpose of the Government has been 

to go through every department of the Army 
and ask each man, ‘What are you here for? 
Do you justify the money spent on you?’ If 
he cannot answer he goes off; if he can make 
out a case he remains. ” 
The answer to that, in the case of the 
(ruards, is emphatically “Yes.” It has 
been clearly shown that these battalions 
are ina very high state of etticiency. 
Lord Wolseley always maintained that to 
have a strong body like the Guards at 
headquarters, which could be mobilised 
and sent off at a moment’s notice, was a 
very valuable asset in the defence of the 
country. Ido think that it is the height of 
folly to destroy such units and to replace 
them with troops on a Militia basis, to 
abolish battalions which you know can be 
relied upon and which have proved their 
value over and over again, not only at 
home but in the field, and to replace them 
hy troops which may or may not be 
atticient, and which must be inferior to 
those you are disbanding. 


If it be necessary to justify the pre 
election statements of the extreme fol 
lowers of His Majesty’s Covernment, 
I cannot see why they do not reduce 
numbers instead of uuits. | know that it 
will be said that to reduce the numbers 
inthe Line would ruin the battalions as 
far as their draft-producing sfufvs went. 
But this does not apply to the Guards. 
The Guards supply no drafts and cannot 
be referred to as ina condition of syueezed 
lemons, ‘This proposed reduction will be 
a great hardship to officers and non-com- 


missioned officers, not only in these batt- | 


alions, but in the other battalions, in the 
stoppage of promotion.” It will also be a 
great hardship on the non-commissioned 
otticers of the Brigade. There are quarter- 
lasters-sergeants, pay-sergeants, and 
drill-sergeants who have obtained their 
positions by their own hard work and 
whose chances of promotion will be 
greatly diminished. 
the sergeants and non-commissioned 
otticers behind them, who will lose their 
chance of advancement. 


We have no information as to what is 
to be done with the Volunteers except 
that no further money is to be spent on 
them. The extent of sympathetic treat- 
ment they may expect was shown in the 
House not long ago when they were denied 
assistance from the Government in the 
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| hiring of ranges, and this at a time when 
| it is recognised that shooting is of the 
| first importance. I do not think this 
‘decision is likely to encourage the 
| Volunteers. As to the scheme for 
managing the force under local influence 
it seems to me that this is merely a 
shuttling of responsibility from the War 


| 


Office on to the shoulders of the county 
councils. A foreign correspondent the 


other day said, in 7he Times, that he was 
unable to grasp an army raised in detach- 
ments like a fire brigade and managed in 
the same way ; and I doubt very much 
whether management of an Army by 
county councillors will lead to efficiency, 
it certainly will not lead to economy. 
The handing over to local bodies elected 
for more or less political reasons of re- 
sponsibility which should essentially 
attach to the State seems to me a retro- 
grade and dangerous experiment. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I do not think that we on this 
side of the House have any reason to be 
dissatisfied with the course of the dis- 
cussion which has taken place. The 
Ministerial position was, at the very out 
set of our debate, profoundly shaken by 
the heavy pounding which it sustained 
at the hands of my noble friend Lord 
Donoughmore. | believe that is what is 
known in military parlance as an artillery 
preparation, and I congratulate my noble 
friend upon the effective character of the 

| particular artillery preparation which he 
delivered. 


We have heard several speeches in 
reply to that of my noble friend. In 
particular, we had a lengthened rejoinder 
from the Under-Secretary of State for 
War. Will he forgive me for suggesting 
that he did not seem exactly to appreciate 
the points which my noble friend desired 
to drive home? There were two main 
counts in his indictment. The first is 
that the particular reductions which 
have been selected by His Majesty’s 
Government are unfortunate and_in- 
judicious reductions. The second count 
/is a different and, I think, a still more 
important one. We complain that these 
reductions have been finally decided upon, 
and are actually in process of being 
carried out, before any decision has been 
arrived at as to what I would call the 
compensatory measures by which the 
efficiency of the Army is to be increased 
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at other points. Not only have those 
measures apparently not yet been adopted, 
but no attempt has been made this even- 
ing to explain their nature to your 
Lordships. 


I wish, if I may, to drive home the 
pertinent question which was asked by 
my noble friend, Lord Goschen. The 
Under-Secretary sheltered himself behind 
the opinion of his military advisers. 
Now, what we want to know, and I hope 
the noble Marquess will give us a precise 
answer on that point, is whether these 
reductions were imposed in principle on 
t:e Army Council, and whether the 
Army Council have merely done the 


best they could, accepting those 
reductions as the point of departure, 
and, having accepted them, loyally 


supported the Secretary of State for War. 
And I should like to add 
question, Can the noble Marquess tell 
us distinctly that the Army Council 
approve of these reductions being 
actually carried out before those other 
measures for improving the efficiency of 
the Militia and the Auxiliary Forces 
have been even outlined to us? May I 
say that in the meanwhile we have a right 
to be a little incredulous as to the value 
of these unknown measures for 
creasing the efficiency of the Auxiliary 
Forces? We are told that their result is 
to be an increase of no less than 50 
per cent. in the fighting efficiency of 


the Army as a whole. I desire to 
make a passing comment on that 
statement. We have been told that 


one of the objects of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment is to give a lead to the democracies 
which are at present suffering under the 
overwhelming weight of these national 
armaments. I do not know that it is 
exactly our business to give a lead in a 
matter of that kind. But suppose it is, 
what sort of a lead are you giving to the 
suffering democracies when you announce 
to them that your fighting force—the 
force with which you may have some day 
or other to hit them—is going to be half 
as strong again as it has been in recent 
years ? 


We are, of course, all of us, for 
economy, and we cannot really allow the 
present Government to patent the 
phrase that the Army is for use and 
not for show. By all means _ let 
His Majesty’s Government lop off any 
useless excrescences if they can find them. 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 


the further | 


in- | 
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But what we complain of, and what we 
believe, is that these reductions which you 
are going to make are real reductions in 
the fighting efficiency of the Army. We 
believe that you are going to undo a 
great part of the work of the last twenty 
years, during which the strength and 
‘fighting efficiency of the Army has 
certainly been not a little improved. | 
ask the House to remember that the 
increases of the Army which are now 
| going to be apparently done away with 
‘began long before the South African 
‘War. About the year 1896 public 
| attention was greatly directed to these 
|matters. Men began to ask what were 
ithe objects for which our Army was 
| maintained, and the Government of the 
| day became satisfied that the Army, as it 
'then stood, was not strong enough to 
fulfil those objects. Further and _ still 
larger increases were made, and made 
‘deliberately after the South African 
'War with the result that, as the 
| Secretary of State for War has recently 
| admitted, the Army, when he took office, 
| was in a state of greater efficiency than 
it had been at any previous time. 


Army Scheme. 





Our regret is that you are going to 
| pull down this useful work, and that you 
are going to do so before you know 
exactly, in your own minds, what you 
are going to put in its place. You have 
selected for the application of the pruning 
knife two battalions of Guards. I have 
heard the statement that has been made 
in defence of that proposal, and I am 
bound to say it seems to me a most un- 
convincing explanation. These are 
troops, which in point of physique, in 
point of the conduct and the character of 
the men, in point of military efficiency, 
are the élite of the Army of this 
country. They are an economical force, 
economical on account of the great num- 
ber of Reservists which they produce ; 
and I ask your Lordships to bear this in 
mind, that if you desire to have a suffi- 
cient Regular Army upon terms which 
shall not be prohibitive the only way you 
can do it is by maintaining a large Army 
Reserve. 


The value of the Army Reserve was 
demonstrated in the year 1900 at the 
outset of the South African War. 
I trust it will never be forgotten 
that at that moment, when we called 
upon our Reservists, 98 per cent. of 
them came back from civil life and 
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took their places with the Colours, with 
the result that, as Lord Wolseley stated 
in a paper which is published with the 
Report of the noble Earl’s Commission, 
we were able to send out from this 
country something like 114,000 men— 
a more efficient and larger force than 
had ever before been despatched from 
these shores. The noble Lord the First 
Lord of the Admiralty reminded us that 
these additional battalions of Guards 
were calléd into existence upon condition 
that the Guards should undertake a cer- 
tain amount of service outside the limits of 
this country. That arrangement, he | 
said, had fallen through, and there- | 
fore it was the intention of the Go-| 
vernment to get rid of the 





extra | 
battalions. Historically that statement is | 
correct. I have always greatly regretted 
that the arrangement under which we 
proposed that a certain number of Guards 
battalions should take a short turn of 
foreign service should have fallen through. 
I am under the impression that there 
are many officers in the Guards who 
regret it also; but, at any rate, you 
have got these admirable battalions 
to hand and you are actually at this 
moment going to revert to the original 
arrangement to this extent, that you are 
going to send the third battalion of Cold- 
stream Guards to Egypt. I would suggest 
to His Majesty’s Ministers why not, 
before you make up your minds to get 
rid of these battalions of Guards, con- 
sider whether. the original arrangement 
could not be revived, and whether those 
two battalions could not be allowed to 
remain in existence upon condition that 
the Guards took their turn of service in 
Egypt, in Gibraltar, or elsewhere in the 
Mediterranean 


Much has been said during the course 
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of this discussion of the manner in which | 


the Royal Artillery is affected by the pro- 


posals of the Secretary of State. As to that | 


{ would venture to say whatever other arm | only for a force of some 43,000 men. 


you tamper with you should not tamper 
with the Royal Artillery. I cannot help 


reminding the House that it is a some- | 


what remarkable fact that one of the 
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did so by stealing a certain number of 
guns from the artillery depéts and by 
converting a certain number of six-gun 
batteries into four-gun batteries. We 
had to put that right when we came into 
office, and it is a somewhat singular co- 
incidence that that having been the last 
act of the former Liberal Government, 
the first act of the present Liberal Gaovern- 
ment should be to play tricks with the 
artillery. 


Army Scheme. 


We added very largely to the strength 
of the Field Artillery, and we did so for 
two reasons. In the first place, because 
our advisers told us that it was absolutely 
necessary that the number of guns per 
thousand with our troops should not be less 
than the numberof guns per thousand with 
the troops of Continental armies. The 
other reason was this. We had then, as we 
have now, a large number of imperfectly 
trained Auxiliary Forces, and it was 
impressed upon us by the best military 
judges that the fact of these Auxiliary 
Forces being imperfectly trained made it 
doubly necessary that they should be 
stiffened by an ample force of Regular 
Field Artillery. It was for those reasons 
that we added a great number of 
batteries to the Horse and Field Artil- 
lery. Have the circumstances altered 4 
Your Lerdships have heard this evening 
from Lord Roberts something of the 
proportion of guns to men in the French 
and German armies. We = shall fall 
miserably below that standard if our 
Artillery strength is diminished. And 
what about the stiffening of the Auxiliary 
Forces! [1 am under the impression 
that after that force of which we have 
heard so much—the expeditionary force 
of 150,000 men—has left these shores we 
shall have between 300,000 and 400,000 
Auxiliary troops in this country. So far 
as I can make out there will only be left 
as a stiffening to that great body of men 
about 216 guns of the Regular Artillery 
—guns, that is, which would be enough 


I wish to say one word upon the 
allegation that when we increased the 


Field Artillery we were careful to provide 


last acts of the Liberal Government in | 


1894 was to tamper with the Royal 
Artillery. The present Prime Minister, 
who was then Secretary of State for War, 
in deference to the pressure, I presume, 
of his military advisers, desired to add 
eight batteries to the artillery, and he 


| further from the truth. 


| 


the guns but forgot all about the personnel 
necessary to man them. Nothing is 
What happened 
was this. We knew perfectly well that 
we wanted a large Reserve for our 
artillery, but we could not produce 
that Reserve unless we had the units to 
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produce it. You can no more produce a 
Reserve without units than you can pro- 
duce eggs without chickens, and pending 
the development of that artillery 
Reserve which is developing capitally at 
this moment, the Defence Committee 
actually discussed and approved a pro- 
posal which, as far as I could make out, 
does not differ materially from the pro- 
posal for which the Secretary of State 
and his representatives take so much 
credit—I mean that a certain number of 
Militia Artillery should be used to con- 
stitute ammunition columns for the 
tegular Field Artillery. 
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But what are you going to do in order 
to strengthen the artillery {You appar- 
ently are going to reduce 36 batteries, to 


get rid of 8,000 or 4,000 men, and 
to put an end to the arrangement 


under which a certain proportion of the 
artillery is engaged on a three vears 
service. Now, my Lords, what will be 
the result of that? The output of 
Reservists will be enormously diminished 
by the change. It is obvious that a three 
years service ‘gives you an infinitely 
greater number of Reservists. I will 
give the House a formula which I have 
never forgotten, and which always seems 
to me to be a very instructive one. One 
hundred men ona three years term of 
enlistment give you an output of ninety 
Reservists ; one hundred men ona seven 
years term gives you only twenty-five 
Reservists. That will afford your 
Lordships some idea of the effect upon 
the Artillery Reserve of substituting a 
six-years term for a three-years term in 
regard to a considerable part of the force. 
What are you going toget tomake good the 
deficiency ¢ You are going to add to the 
artillery a considerable number of men 
upon that “ Militia basis” which is the 
cathword of these discussions. ‘he Militia 
hasis is one of the mysteries of this 
question. Nobody has told us yet what 
the Militia basis is, and [| confess [ have 
not the slightest idea. 
am sure of—that men collected for the 
artillery on the Militia basis will not be 
a substitute for the skilled artillery 
Reservist who has spent three or six years 
with the Colours in a battery. 


Mention of the Militia basis leads me 
to the subject of the Militia. That part 
of the case has been so thoroughly dealt 
with hy the noble Duke the Duke of 


(LOR 


But one thing |; 
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him, that I will not go over the ground 
again ; but 1 will remind your Lordships 
that the old Militia grievance which has 
been again and again discussed in this 
House is the two-fold grievance that we 
have hitherto allowed the Line to com- 
pete with the Militia for recruits, and 
that Militiamen have been filched from 
the Militia for the benefit of the 
Line, with the result that the Militia 
has been, to quote a phrase frequently 
used, bled to death by the’ process. 
Some of my noble friends have en- 
deavoured to elicit from the representa- 
tives of His Majesty’s Government some 
explanation of the manner in which that 
grievance—for it is an undoubted griey- 
ance—of the Militia is to be dealt with, and 
| do hope that we may receive at any rate 
some indication of the lines upon which 
His Majesty’s Government mean to pro- 
ceed. I have been able to collect no infor- 
mation as to the intentions of His Majesty's 
Grovernment upon this point except to 
this extent, that the Militia are to be 
rendered liable for service abroad and 
that Militia battalioms are to be attached 
as third or fourth battalions to battalions 
of the Line. ‘There is nothing very 
novel or original about either of these 
proposals. We have already, in this 
House, passed a Bill rendering the Militia 
liable to service abroad; and as for the 
attaching of Militia battalions to Line 
hattalions, that was part of Mr. Cardwell’s 
original scheme, and you will find it in 
the old Army List of the seventies. We 
are equally in the dark with regard to the 
intentions of His Majesty’s Government 
as to the Volunteers. | am told—I shall 
be corrected if | am wrong —that the late 
Secretary of State had intended to get 
rid of some 30,000 or thereabouts of 
Volunteers who had been reported to be 
medically or otherwise unfit to serve. [ 
believe that arrangement has been can- 
celled by the present Government; that 
is to say, an economy which | suppose 
would have run to £50,000 or £60,000 a 
year is not to take place, and a mumber 
of more or less incompetent people ‘are 
still to be counted as part of the efficient 
forces of the country. 


Ds} Army Scheme. 


We have to fall back upon the 
dictum of the Secretary of State that we 
are still in a state of consideration about 
the Auxiliary Forces. I should be rather 
inclined to say that we were in a state of 


3edford, and the noble Lord who sits by | bewilderment with regard to the Auxiliary 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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Forces. We are told that there is to be l 
a military local government under the 
control of the people themselves. That 
is a mysterious announcement which I, 
for one, am quite unable to interpret. 
But what is perfectly clear is this, that | 
these reforms in the Militia and in the | 
Volunteers are, at present, in the womb of 
the future. It is a paulo post futwrum | 
scheme, and in the meanwhile the 
Auxiliary Forees remain, I presume, in | 
the condition to which the Commission 
presided over by the noble Earl opposite 
(Lord Elgin) and the Commission pre- 
sided over by the Duke of Norfolk | 
called attention ; that is to say, they | 
are not fit to be used on a Militia or | 
won any other basis as troops to oppose to 
the Regular troops of another Power. | 
In the face of that I do not see what | 
comfort we can derive from all the 
promises that these forces are to be 
grouped, or to be dovetailed, or to be | 
brought into closer contact with the other | 
portions of the Army to which we have 
listened this evening. 
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Surely we are not altogether unreason- | 
able when we ask that before these | 
reductions are allowed to proceed any 
further the country shall have time, 
both to consider what the real effect 
of those reductions will be, and also 
what measures you are going to take | 
in order to restore at one point. the | 
strength which you are taking away 
at other points. We are in ignorance 
as to the extent of the sacrifice which 
we are going to make, and we are 
also in ignorance as to the extent of the 
pecuniary saving which we are likely to 
derive from these operations. All 
attempts to elicit even an approximate | 
estimate of that saving have, so far as | 
am aware, been altogether futile. 


In these circumstances we do venture | 
to say to your Lordships that the moment 
is not an opportune one for a haphazard | 
reduction in the strength of the British | 
Army. The condition of Europe is one | 
suggesting that the most grave and por- | 
tentous developments might, at any time, | 
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watched by the Powers with whom we may 
one of these days have to reckon. It is be- 
ing watched by our friends,who know that 
international friendship is of no great 
value unless you can, when necessary, 
express it in terms of men and _ ships. 
We are watched by our allies, who 
entered into partnership with us, believing 
in our strength and in our steadfastness 
of purpose. We are watched by the 


people of India, who are becoming 
every day better educated and more 
intelligent, and better able to follow 
the course of events in this country. 
And we are watched, last of all, 
by our own Colonies, whose great 


desire is that the Empire should be strong 
at its heart. I earnestly trust that 
in our haste to diminish a burden which 
may be irksome, but which, after all, has 
not yet proved intolerable, we shall 
not do anything to diminish our ability to 
meet our engagements or to secure the 
satety of the Empire. 


*THe LORD PRIVY SEAL (The 
Marquess of Ripon): My Lords, we have 
had a long and interesting discussion, but 
not at all too long when we consider 
the importance of the question. The 
reductions upon which Mr. Haldane has 
decided have not commended themselves 
to noble Lords opposite. Whether thoy 
would have been willing to agree to any 
other reductions by which the weight of 
military expenditure might have been dim- 


inished [do not know, But at all events, 
‘those which have been selected by His 


Majesty's Government are not viewed fay- 
ourably by the majority of this House. 
That is a circumstance which L have ob- 


| served very frequently to occur in the case 


of proposals of this kind submitted by any 
Government. The general question of the 


reduction of expenditure is avoided, and 


the particular proposals are subjected to 
criticism. 

I will endeavour, as briefly as I may, to 
follow some of the remarks made by my 
noble friend who has just sat down in 
reference to these reductions. In our 


present themselves. In Asia and in Africa | judgment we do not believe that the re- 


you have that pan-Islamic upheaval to | duetions which we are intending to carry 
which Lord Cromer has called attention. | out 


In South Africa you are going yourselves 
to liberate forces which may prove ex- 
tremely dangerous. Not only that. Our 
attitude in these matters is being very 
closely watched by others. It is being | 


will in any way diminish the 
efficiency of the Army. We believe, 
on the contrary, that they — will 


tend to increase that efficiency ; and, 
in the second place, with reference 
to a remark which was made by my 
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noble friend, Lord Goschen, I should 
like to say that I entirely agree with him 
that it is not becoming in any Government 
to hide their responsibility behind their 
subordinates. This is the last thing His 
Majesty’s Government contemplate doing. 
We take upon ourselves,as we ought to take 
upon ourselves, the full responsibility of 
ouracts. But when my noble friend Lord 
Goschen laid down that sound principle, 
which I readily accept, it struck me that 
it was perhaps not altogether consistent 
with some other parts of the remarks he 
made in which he questioned us in regard 
to what had passed between the Secretary 
of State and the Army Council. 


I agree with the noble Viscount, Lord 
Goschen, that we ought not, and we do not 
desire, in the slightest degree to shelter 
ourselves behind our expert colleagues. On 
the contrary we consu!t them, and I believe 
that no Secretary of State has ever con- 
sulted his expert colleagues more fre- 
quently and more fully than my right 
hon. friend Mr. Haldane. But he has 
done so under a full understanding—and 
I have his authority for saying so—that 
the final responsibility entirely and com- 
pletely rests upon the Secretary of State 
and the Government of which he is a 
member. My right hon. friend, as the 
noble Earl the Under-Secretary said in 
his able speech, has always found from 
the members of the Army Council the | 
most full and complete support ; but he | 


does not desire to throw upon them, and | 


he has not thrown upon them, any re- 
sponsibility which does not belong to them. 


The noble Viscount remarked that the | 
Army Council were not in the same 
position as the Board of Admiralty, 
That is correct. They do not sign the 
Estimates. I have ascertained that fact, 
and so far as that may lessen their re- 
sponsibility it is quite true. But the Army | 
Council are a body which was established | 


{LORDS} 
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in the belief that these reductions will 
wes that effect that my right hon. 
friend, acting in perfect concert with the 
Army Council, has submitted his _pro- 
posals to Parliament. 


My noble friend who has just sat down 
complained that the particular reductions 
which are contemplated by the Govern- 
ment, and which they intend to carry out, 
are wrong ones. We propose to reduce 
altogether ten battalions—eight battalions 
of the Line and two battalions of Guards, 
It is known that Mr. Arnold-Forster con- 
templated reducing fourteen battalions, 
and therefore I cannot think that there is 
anything so very alarming in the proposals 
of His Majesty's Government when they 
are only asking to reduce ten hedidlions 
Fourteen battalions is the number in eX- 
cess of the battalions ten years ago, but 
instead of reducing those battalions alto- 
gether, the whole proposal that we have 
made in respect to Line battalions is for 
a reduction of eight. I do not believe that 
will be found to be an alarming reduction 
‘at all. I believe that it is a reduction 
which may be made perfectly safely, and 
if we had not that conviction we should 
not propose it. 





Great objection has been taken this 
evening to our proposal to reduce two 
| battalions of Guards. I do not know 
| whether those who have raised these 
| objections would be ready to accept a 
reduction of two more Line battalions in 
| the place of the two battalions of Guards. 
In the opinion of the Secretary of State, 
| looking to the necessity of maintaining a 
| due relation between the battalions of ‘the 
| Line at home and the battalions of the 
| Line abroad, you could not conveniently 
|make a larger reduction than that of 
| eight Line battalions. Therefore, as in 
the judgment of the Government we can 
‘safely reduce ten battalions, my right 
hon. friend considered whether any 








by the Government of noble Lords | | reduction could be made of infantry in 
opposite, and they have worked, I am | another quarter, and his attention was 
bound to say, in the most cordial manner | drawn to these two battalions of Guards. 
with my right hon. friend. They, of | These two battalions were added a few 
course, knew what were the desires, what | years ago when my noble friend who 
were the views of my right hon. friend | has just sat down was Secretary of State 
with regard to the future arrangement of | for War, and, as he has frankly admitted, 
the Army. They knew, of course, that | they were added for a particular and 
he was anxious for reductions, but they | definite purpose. ‘The noble Earl the 
knew also that he was anxious for re- | Under-Secretaryquoted Lord Lansdowne’s 
ductions which would not diminish but | exact words in his speech. ‘That speech, 





largely increase the efficiency of the | however, was delivered some hours ago, 
Army. It is on the understanding and!and possibly your Lordships may not 


The Marquess of Lipon. 











1009 The New 


recollect them; but the words of the 
noble Marquess were important, and [| 
will read them again. Lord Lansdowne | 
said— 

“Tt must, however, be clearly understood | 
that we are able to recommend this increase | 
and justify the expenditure which it involves | 
only upon condition that we are allowed to 
make use of the brigade to help us in over- | 
coming our difficulties and to require from it a 
reasonable contribution towards the relief of | 
the present strain on the Army system.” 

That was stated by my noble friend to 
be the condition, and the only condi- 
tion, upon which that increase could be 
proposed, That scheme fell through. 
Whether it was right that it should fall 
througn or not I will not discuss, but it 
did fall through, and I do not think, there- 
fore, that it is just and fair that we should 
be complained of because, that being the 
case, we turned to these two battalions 
for the purpose of making a further 
reduction. 


We have heard very reasonable argu- 
ments on this subject. We heard a_/| 
particularly moderate and fair statement 
from Lord Temple upon the subject 
earlier in the debate. But I can hold out 
no hope that we shall be able to with- 
draw our proposals in this matter. I have | 
seen it stated—and I think it has been | 
said in the debate to-night—that the 
junior battalion of the Guards is the one | 
battalion of the Irish Guards, and that | 
that might have been reduced. I think | 
it is obvious, for general reasons, that a | 
regiment which was raised in the circum- 
stances in which that regiment was raised 
should not now be selected, not for the 
reduction of one of its battalions, but for 
its own absolute destruction. 


My noble friend who has just sat down | 


warned us in somewhat solemn tones not | 
to tamper with the artillery. We do not | 
intend to tamper with the artillery. We 

do not think that we are tampering with | 
the artillery. With a great deal that fell | 
earlier in the debate from my noble friend | 
Lord Denbigh I quite agree ; but it | 
appeared to me that the greater part of | 
what he said did not touch the question | 
at all. No doubt fora great many of the | 
purposes of the artillery you must have | 
the highest trained men that you can get. | 
All that my right hon. friend says is that | 
there are other duties of a different kind | 
and a different description which may be | 
discharged by men not so fully trained, | 
The noble Earl opposite, Lord Donough | 
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more, seemed rather displeased that we 
had taken some credit to ourselves for 
employing men on a Militia basis for this 
purpose, because he said it was a plan 
which had been contemplated by the late 
Government. If that be so, take all 
the credit for it, but please do not attack 
us for doing it. 


*THe Earn oF DONOUGHMORE : 
The Secretary of State said that it seemed 
we had forgotten this. He did not give 
us any credit for doing anything; he 
accused us of negligence. 


*THe Marquess OF RIPON: It 
cannot be so very desperate a mistake 
when, after all, we have been accused of 
stealing in having taken possession of it. 
My noble friend asked what was the 
proportion of guns per thousand men 
which we proposed compared with other 
countries. We propose five guns per 
thousand, and that is fully up to the 
standard of other European countries. 
France has 3} guns per thousand, and 
Japan 44, so that I do not think we have 


fallen so very much behind the standard 


of other nations in that respect. My 
noble friend also said something about 
the Artillery Reserve. The proposal of 
the Secretary of State is that the Artillery 
should have six years with the Colours 
and six years in the Reserve. There was 
a system of three years which supplied a 
quicker Reserve, but, after what was said 
with so much truth by Lord Denbigh as 
to the extreme importance of the most 
complete and full training of artillery, 


' I venture to suggest—and this I know is 


the opinion of the Secretary of State— 


| that three years may easily be too short a 


period for fully training artillerymen, 


/and that you had better have rather a 


smaller Reserve of men who have had six 


_ years’ full training if they were thereby 


rendered more fit to return to their 
duties and to perform them in a satisfac- 
tory manner. 

I think I have touched upon all the 
points mentioned by my noble friend 
opposite so far as they affect the Regular 
Army. But we have been asked many 
questions with regard to the Militia and 
the Volunteers. My noble friend the 
Under-Secretary told the House that 
questions connected with the Militia 
organisation were at the present time 
under the consideration of a Departmental 
Committee sitting at the War Office. I 
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am sorry [ cannot give your Lordships 
more information in regard to that 
matter than has been presented by the 
noble Earl the Under-Secretary. The 
Secretary of State does contemplate 
introducing a Bill next year for the 
purpose, infer alia, 
Militia liable for service abroad. That Bill 
will give to both Houses of Parliament 
the fullest possible opportunity for dis- 
cussing the whole question of the organ- 
isation of the Militia. 
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asked how it came that I was likely to | 


support, as he supposed IT might support, 


a measure of this kind after the line I | 


took last year in regard to the Bill then 
proposed by His Majesty’s Government. 
He was wrong in accusing my noble friend 
the Under-Secretary of having 
against that Bill. The noble Earl says 
he did not vote against the Bill. 


*THE Eart oF DONOUGHMORE: 
But he did. [ have looked up Minsurd. 


*THE MARQUESS OF RIPON: I 
afraid T cannot settle that dispute. 
so far as I am concerned, I did vote 
against it, and | gave my reason in an 
Amendment which I had not the oppor- 
tunity of moving. I voted against that 
Bill because I thought it was undesirable 
at that time to deal piecemeal with this 
question. I think so still, and you will 
not find when the Bill comes up next 
year that we are going to deal piecemeal 
with this question. You will then know | 


am 


the whole of our scheme in reference to | 


the Militia, Last year we knew nothing. 
We were altogether in the dark. Mr. 
Arnold-Forster was supposod to have 


a scheme, but it never came definitely | 


out whether it was the scheme of the 
(sovernment or only the scheme of Mr. 
Arnold-Forster. "The information before 


us was altogether insufficient, and there- | 


fore I did think on that occasion that it 


was undesirable to deal piecemeal with | 


the matter. 

| will give my noble friend opposite a 
little advantage. He missed one attack 
he might have made upon me. I did 
entertain last year grave doubts as to the | 
propriety of enlisting the Militia to go | 
abroad without further volunteering, but, | 
of course, what is now proposed is to deal | 
with the Militia on a new footing, to deal | 
with them for purposes different from | 
those for which they have hitherto existed. | 
I am perfectly willing to accept the pro- | 

The Marquess of Ripon, 


{LORDS} 


of rendering the | 


Lord Donoughmore | 


voted | 


But, | 
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posal if it is connected with a general 
reorganisation of the Militia upon an 
improved footing. No Act of Parliament 
| can he passed with regard to the Militia 
| without full opportunity being given for 


| its discussion, 


Ariny Scheme. 


| ‘The real question underlying all these 
| discussions of detail is this, are we to have 
| a reduction of military expenditure or are 
we not? Lord Goschen was very dis- 
| pleased at the use of the word “ mandate,” 


/{ am an old-fashioned person, and I do 
not believe in the doctrine of mandate as 
|it is sometimes put before us in these 


| days ; but if a mandate means that the 
people of this country made their 
opinions clear upon a particular point at 
a General Election then no doubt there 


| was a mandate at the last General 
| Election in favour of a reduction of 
'expenditure. But it is not to please any 


of our supporters, it is not even to adopt 
the mandate of the country, that we 
think it our duty to propose relief of 
| taxation in this form, We think that we 
owe it to the people of this country after 
the late war to do that which has heen 
idone, [ believe, after every war this 
country has waged—namely, to afford to 
them a just and reasonable relief from 
the taxation that the war imposed. 
That is the principle upon which we 
| desire to act ; that is what we think is 
'due to the people of this country ; and 
that is what we intend to give to them. 


THE Kart or DONOUGHMORE: I 
am much obliged to the noble Earl the 
Under-Secretary for consenting to my 
Motion. Ishould like to observe, how- 
ever, that while it is true that my right 
hon. friend Nr. Arnold-Forster proposed 
' toreduce fourteen battalions, he absolutely 


‘refused to reduce them until he had 
something to put in their place. Mr. 


| Arnold-Forster’s position last year is 
exictly the position we say the Govern- 
| ment ought to take up now. They have 
‘no right to make reductions until their 
other proposals are before the country. 
| 1 would only add that if we were piece- 
meal last year somebody else is piecemeal 
With that I leave it. 


now. 


On question, Motion agreed to; and 
ordered accordingly. 

House adjourned at a quarter 

before One o’clock a.m., to 


Thursday next, half-past Ten 
o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 24th July, 1906. 


Returns, 


The House met at a quarter before 
Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


Edinburgh Corporation Bill. 
Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


County of Durham Electric Power Sup- | 


ply Bill [Lords] (by Order), Order for 
Third Reading read and discharged. _ Bill 
recommitted to the former Committee. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 


leave to sit and proceed forthwith.— (The | 


Deputy Chairman.) 


County of Durham Electric Power 
Supply (Re-committed) Bill [Lords]. 
reported, with Amendments. Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP 1). 

Mr. ‘TOULMIN reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group I of Private Bills ; That, 
for the convenience of — parties, 


at Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS, 

That they have agreed to, Alkali, &c., 
Works Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 10) Bill, without 
Amendment. Todmorden Corporation 
Bill; St. John’s (Westminster) Improve- 
ment Bill; Tottenham and 
(ras Bill; 


with Amendments. 


Amendments to, Portsmouth Water 
Dill [Lords]; West Yorkshire Tramways 
sill [Lords], without Amendment. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) Command} ; to lie upon the 


BILL. 


lie upon the Table. 
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Lords | 


Edmonton | 
Middlesex County Council | 
(General Powers) Bill; Derby Gas Bill; | 
Cork City Railways and Works Bill, | 


| 
Petitions against ; From Bristol ; Hod- | 
desdon ; Saltash ; and, Walberswick ; to | 
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| EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (RELIGLOUS TEACHING). 

| Petitions against alteration of Law; 
From Cole Orton (two); Conway; 
Coulsdon; Croscombe; Cucklington 


| (two) ; St. Ishmael’s ; and Wandsworth 
| (two) ; to lie upon the Table. 


Repo ts, de. 


| LAND VALUES TAXATION, &c., 
| (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES (QUALIFICA- 
TION OF WOMEN) BILL. 


Petition from Wandsworth, in favour ; 
_to lie upon the Table. 


| 


POISONS AND PHARMACY BILL 
[Lorps]. 
Two Petitions from Burry Port, for 
_ alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 
SOUTH AFRICA 
THE TRANSVAAL 
RIVER COLONIES). 


Petition from coloured British subjects 
in South Africa, for enfranchisement of 
the coloured races ; to lie upon the Table. 


(CONSTITUTION OF 
AND ORANGE 


the | 
Committee had adjourned till Thursday, | 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC 


PRISONS ACT; 
1877. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council 
| approving of Rules made by the General 
| Prisons Board, providing that certain 
| privileges may be earned by Convicts 
'through industry and good conduct in 
Prison [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


| GENERAL (IRELAND) 


STATISTICAL ABSTRACT (UNITED 
KINGDOM). 

Copy presented, of Statistical Abstract 

‘for the United Kingdom in each of the 

ilast fifteen years from 1891 to 1905, 

| Fifty-third Number [by Command] ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING, 
Copy presented, of Annual Statement 
of Navigation and Shipping of the 


| United Kingdom for the year 1905 [hy 


Table. 


NAVAL PRIZE MONEY. 
Account presented, showing the Receipt 
and Expenditure of Naval Prize, Bounty, 
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Salvage, and other Moneys between 
April Ist, 1905, and March 31st, 1906 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 280.] 


Questions. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Report, Annual Series, No. 
3679 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EAST INDIA (BRITISH TROOPS). 

Address for ‘ Return of Disease among 
European Troops in India for the last ten 
years, showing yearly in reference to 
each regiment, battery, detachment, ete. 
(which has been in India for not less 
than four years), the strength, admissions 
to hospital per 1,000 for all forms of 
Disease, admissions to hospital per 1,000 
for Contagious Disease, and the stations 
where such regiments, etc., have been 
quartered, also showing the annual 
average ratios for the period covered of 
all forms of Disease and of Contagious 
Disease.” —(Ir. Henry J. Wilson.) 


AUDIT OF COUNTY ACCOUNTS (IRE- 
; LAND) (FEES). 

Return ordered, “ showing by counties 
the Fees recovered during the last finan- 
cial year by the Local Government Board 
of Ireland from public bodies for auditing 
Accounts.” -—(JJr Jeremiah MacVeagh.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Post Office Savings Bank—Unclaimed 
Balances. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): To 
ask the Postmaster-General whether, in 
connection with the publication of a list 
of unclaimed balances to the credit of 
depositors in the Savings Bank Depart- 
ment on whose accounts no actual trans- 
actions, or no books forwarded for 
examination, have taken place for a 
certain number of years, he will, in order 
to obviate the erroneous or fictitious claims 
on the part of the legal representatives 
of deceased depositors, consider the 
advisability of publishing the surnames 
and initials only of these depositors, at 
the same time warning all applicants that 
unless they can furnish the Christian 
names in full as well as the occupations 


6 
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of such depositors their communications 
are liable to be ignored. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buaton.) As 
I informed the hon. Member on the 16th 
instant I am not prepared to sanction the 
publication of a list of the nature sug- 
gested. Any discussion as to the details 
of such a list or as to the method in which 
it should be used would therefore be of a 


_ purely academic character. 


| Appointment as Sorting Clerks of Messrs, 


Bicknell and Setter of Bristol. 

Mr JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether he is aware that Messrs. Bicknell 
and Setter, of Bristol, who passed the ex- 
amination for sorting clerks in August, 
1903, have been performing sorting clerks 
duties since May, 1905, with an interval 
of a few weeks ; and whether, in view of 
the amount of overtime systematically 
worked by the sorting clerks at Bristol, 
he will explain why, in face of these facts, 
Messrs. Bicknell and Setter are told that 
their appointments as sorting clerks can- 
not be confirmed owing to overstafling of 
the Bristol sorting office. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) The 
postmen named by the hon. Member stand 
next for appointment. The delay, which 
I regret, has been caused by the fact that 
the number of places to be filled has been 
smaller than was anticipated when the 
examination was held. 


Naval Warfare— Reserve of Heavy Guns. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): To 
ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, in view of the advantages battle- 
ships obtain after a naval action through 
being able to re-arm with new guns, the 
Board of Admiralty will take steps to 
obtain reliable information as to the 
reserve of heavy guns for each German 
batileship, and the use made by Japan of 
her reserve during the war, and specially 
as to whether the guns in German fortiti- 
cations are standardised to the naval 
pattern, so forming a reserve for the 
Navy ; and if it is found that a reserve 
is obtained by Germany much in excess 
of our own reserve of one heavy gun per 
ship, whether the Board will take steps 
to increase our reserve. 


(Answered by Mr, Edmund Robertson.) 
The reserve of guns for the Navy has 
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been carefully discussed and is considered 
adequate, and the reserve of guns in 


foreign navies has not determined what 
should be the proportion of our reserves. 


(Questions. 


Foreign Naval Shipbuilding Programme. 

Mr. BEAUCHAMP (Suffolk, Lowes- 
toft): To ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can give the 
designed speeds of all or any of the battle- 
ships and armoured cruisers building or 
about to be built in Franee, Germany, 
Japan, and the United States? 





(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 
I regret that it is not possible to give the 
information for which the hon. Member 
asks. 


Improvement of Anstruther Harbour— | 
Suggested Government Grant. 


Mr. A. WILLIAMSON (Elgin and 
Nairn): To ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he has received representa- 
tions regarding the improvement of | 
Anstruther Harbour and the necessity 
for financial assistance from the Govern- 
ment to enable the works to be under- | 
tiken ; and whether he can now state | 
the intentions of the Treasury with | 
regard to the matter. 





(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I have | 
carefully considered the representations | 
recently made by a deputation from the | 
burgh of Anstruther; but having regard | 
to the conditions which have been insisted 
on in other cases of a like kind I fear | 
that the amount of the local contributions | 
forthcoming at Anstruther would preclude | 
the Treasury from entertaining the pro- | 
posals of the Harbour Board in their | 
present form. If an amended scheme | 
were produced I should be happy to give | 
further consideration to the matter. 


Charges for Long Distance Private Tele- 
phone Wires. 

Mr. A. WILLIAMSON: To ask 

the Postmaster-General if his atten- 

tion has been called to the amount of 


the charge for private telephone wires | 


between Liverpool and London, what 
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(Answered by Mr. Sydney Busaton.) 
Owing to the increasing congestion of the 
routes available for overhead lines between 
London and Liverpool and other large 
cities in the United Kingdom, it became 
evident some time ago that the 
provision of any considerable number of 
long private wires would involve a very 
large expenditure in the rearrangement 
of the existing telegraph system, and 
in the establishment of new routes, in- 
volving serious wayleave difficulties, and 
might impede the proper development 
of the public service. It was therefore 
necessary to adopt the present tariff, 
which was designed to secure some return 
on the large expenditure indirectly in- 
volved in this class of business. I am 


(Questions. 


| not prepared, therefore, to provide double 


wire telephone circuits for private use 
at lower rates, but I am considering a 
scheme under which telegraph, as distinct 
from telephone, circuits might be pro- 
vided on moderate terms; and [I shall 
be glad if the hon. Member will inform 
me of any cases in which such circuits 


are likely to be required. 


Irish Midwives and Colonial 
Appointments. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): To 


_ask the Under-Secretary of State for the 


Colonies has his attention been called to 
the injury resulting to the high reputa- 
tion in obstetric knowledge enjoyed by 
qualified Irish midwives through the 
insertion in Colonial official advertise- 
ments of the requirement that the new 
certificate, legalised in England for tho 
first time in 1902, is a sine qua nor; will 
he inquire whether pledges were given 
in this House when the Midwives Act, 
1902, was allowed to pass to the effect 
that the much older Irish qualification 
| would not be prejudiced; and will he 
| then inform each Colonial Government 
| of the facts, and that after the passing 
|of the Midwives Act the new English 
| board refused their certificates to qualified 
Irish midwives unless they came to 
| England and passed fresh examinations, 
involving more than ten days absence 
| from home and heavy expense. 


the charge now is, what percentage it is | 


upon the actual cost, and if the charge is 
intentionally restrictive ; if he can now 
see his way to reconsider the scale of 
charges for private telephone and tele- 
graph wires between the chief cities so as 
to promote the trade of the country ? 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) I fear I 
| have no knowledge of the circumstances 
| referred to in my hon. friend’s Question. 
| I gather from it that some of the Colonies 
| are following a certain rule or practice 
‘laid down in England, and it seems to 
\ 
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me that whatever exception is taken 
should be to that rule or practice, and 


(Questivis, 


that the Secretary of State can hardly | 
advise the Colonies not to | 


instruct or 
follow it as long as it exists in this 
country. 


Temporary Clerkships in Dublin 
Government Offices. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 


To ask the Secretary to the Treasury | 


whether, seeing that many second division 
clerks temporarily appointed to depart- 
ments in the first instance are afterwards 
made permanent, and that the present 
svstem is liable to abuse in the Dublin 
Government offices, inasmuch as it gives 
power to heads of departments to send 
back to the Civil Service Commissioners 
clerks on the ground that their employ- 
ment is only temporary, he will give 
instructions to the Civil Service Commis- 
sioners that they are in future to investi- 
gate all requests from Irish Offices for 
temporary second division clerks with a 
view to ascertaining beforehand whether 
such employment is really only temporary 
or whether it is likely to be permanent 
with a view to ultimate special treatment. 


(Answered by Mr. Mckenna.) The 
Civil Service Commissioners, with whom 
rests the final responsibility for making 
these appointments under Clause 7 of 
the Order in Council of November 29th, 
1898, inform me that they have no 
reason to doubt the bona fides of the 
requisitions which they have received from 
Irish departments for second division 
clerks on temporary duty, and I think 


that no special representation to the | 


Commissioners, such as is suggested, is 
’ oD ’ 
necessary. 


Transfer of Civil Servants Between 
London, Edinburgh and Dublin. 


Mr. FIELD: To ask the Secretary | 
to the Treasury whether he will consider | 


the advisability of instructing the Civil 


Service Commissioners to keep a list of | 


second division clerks serving in the 
various Government departments in 
London, Edinburgh, or Dublin, who may 
be desirous of transfer from one of these 
capitals to the other; and whether he 
will give instructions that facilities be 
given to such clerks to have their names 
placed on such list. 


{COMMONS} 
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| (Answered by Mr. McKenna.) Transfers 
of second division clerks require the 
consent of the heads of the departments 
from and to which the clerk is transferred, 
and the Civil Service Commissioners hold 
the opinion, in which I concur, that the 
initiative in these cases should be left as 
at present in the hands of the depart- 
ments concerned. The Commissioners 
have, however, expressed their readiness 
to receive the names of any clerks desir- 
ing transfer from one capital to another 
provided that any clerk desiring to have 
his name placed upon that list sent in, 
together with his request, the written 
consent of the authorities of his depart- 
ment to his transfer, should it be possible 
The Commissioners desire it to be under 
stood, however, that they cannot take 
the initiative in arranging transfers. 


Irish Midwives Practising in England. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: To ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment is he aware that the Midwives Act 
as at present administered by the Central 
Midwives Board is being employed as a 
means of preventing Lrish midwives from 
practising in England, although when 
the Act was passed Irish representatives 
were given a distinct guarantee by the 
promoter that nurses trained in the Irish 
maternity hospitals would be in no way 
affected by it ; will he inquire whether 
it is the fact that fully trained and 
certificated Irish hospital midwives have 
now to cross over to England and spend 
ten days in that country in order to pass 
the qualifying examination of the Central 
Midwives Board, and that but few nurses 
can spare the time and money to do 
this; have the Central Midwives Board 
refused to allow examinations to be held 
in Ireland, though the Irish Midwives 
Association have guaranteed to defray 
‘the expenses of the same; and is he 
‘aware that Colonial authorities are 
advertising that the English central mid- 
wives certificate must be possessed by 
midwives seeking appointments in the 
Colonies, thus excluding women with 
Irish qualifications. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Gladstone.) 
I am not aware that the Central Mid. 
wives Board is taking any such action as 
is suggested in the first part of the 
Question. The Midwives Act, 1902, 
| does not apply to Scotland or Ireland, 
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but my right hon. friend the Lord Presi- 
dent of the Council informs me that the 
Central Board have never refused to 
recognise the Irish midwifery qualifica- 
tions. During the operation of Section 2 
of the Act three Irish midwifery qualifica- 
tions, in addition to the three mentioned 
in the Act, were recognised by the Board 
as entitling their holders to claim the 
benefits of that section. As to the ques- 


Wuestions, 


tion of the holding of examinations in| 


Ireland, the Central Midwives Board 
consider that they have no power to 
conduct examinations except at centres 
in England and Wales, but the Lord 


President of the Council is taking the | 


opinion of the Law Officers of the Crown 
upon the legal point involved. No such 
advertisements as those to which the 


hon. Member refers in the last sentence | 


of his Question have been brought to my 
notice. 


Appointment of Overseers at Byker, 
Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.) : 


To 


ask the President of the Local Government | 


Board what action, if any, he proposes to 
take with reference to the recent appoint- 
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he can state whether a school on becoming 
a State-aided school under Clause 4 
| ceases to be a public elementary school. 





| (Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Tn the 
unlikely event of the ease suggested in 
the Question arising compensation will 
be payable, as the school, on becoming a 
State-aided school, will cease to be a 
public elementary school for this purpose. 


Books and Apparatus for Denominational 
Religious Instruction. 

Mr. A. ALLEN : To ask the Presideit 
of the Board of Education whether under 
Clause 10 of the Education Bill it will be 
incumbenton the local education authority 
to provide, free of charge, the books and 
apparatus necessary for the denomina- 
tional religious instruction to be given in 
the schools temporarily taken over. 


(Answered by Mr Birrell.) The point 
raised in the Question concerns very 
closely the question upon which the 
Court of Appeal is shortly to give judg- 
| ment ; and I am, therefore, not prepared 
| in these circumstances to offer an opinion, 


ment of overseers for the township of | 


Byker, Newcastle-on-Tyne, seeing that | 


the magistrates, although they had the 


names of four duly qualified gentlemen | 
submitted to them, appointed a gentle- | 


man, Mr. Nixon, who was not duly 
qualified through not residing in the 
township of Byker, and the vestry meeting 
having refused to pass the usual resolution 
requesting the magistrates to consider 
his nomination, 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) 1 have | 
no information as to the grounds upon | 
which the justices acted in this matter, or | 
any authority to take action with regard | 


to it. 


was illegal it could only be set aside by a | 


Court of Law. 


State-Aided and Public Elementary 
Schools. 
ALLEN (Christchurch): To 


Mr. A. 


ask the President of the Board of Educa- | 


tion whether, in view of the compensation 
payable to certificated teachers on account 
of diminution of salary for which, under 
Clause 26, the local education authority 
is to be liable by reason of a school 
ceasing to be a public elementary school, 


If the appointment of Mr. Nixon | 


Welsh Education—Transfer of Officials 
from Board of Education to Treasury. 

Lord BALCARRES — (Laneashire, 
| Chorley): To ask the President of the 
| Board of Education what is the approxt- 
| mate number and _ s/atus of officials to be 
transferred from the Board of Edueation 
|t0 the Treasury in respect of Welsh 
edueation. 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| (Answered hy Mr. Birrell.) 1am not pre- 
| pared to make any statement yet upon 
| this matier. 


Income Tax on Joint Stock and Co- 
Operative Societies. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask Mr. Chancellor 
}of the Exchequer if he will arrange 
that the non-assessment (total or partial) 
to income tax of limited liability, joint 
stock, Civil Service, Army and Navy, 
and co-operative societies will be con- 
sidered by the Income ‘Tax Committee 
now sitting, seeing that the evidence laid 
| before the Income Tax Committee in 
| December 1904, by Mr. Robert Walker 
|on behalf of a considerable number of 
| federations and associations of traders 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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(Juestions. 


mittee ; and what steps he is going to 
take to have this subject inquired into. 


(Answered by Mr. Asquith.) I hope the 
Select Committee will be in a position to 
report on the matters referred to it very 
shortly, and I do not think it is desirable 
to enlarge its terms of reference in the 
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of the Royal Irish Constabulary has been 
largely recruited by limited competition 
amongst candidates nominated by the 


_Lord-Lieutenant ; will he say whether 


manner suggested by my hon. friend. | 


The Question seems to me to have been 
dealt with quite fully in the Report of 
the Ritchie Committee, and I am satisfied 
with their conclusions and do not propose 
to take any steps to institute a further 
inquiry. 


Commissioners of Irish Intermediate 
Education. 

Mr. FIELD: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if 
he will state the names of the Commis- 
sioners of Intermediate Education, Ire- 
land, under what authority the present 
arrangement exists, who appoints these 
Commissioners, and under what authority, 
and who has the power of dismissing any 
or all of them, and under what authority. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Inter- 
mediate Education Board for Ireland is a 
body corporate established under the 
Intermediate Education (Ireland) Acts, 
1878 to 1900. Each member of the Board 
is appointed by warrant under the hand 
of the Lord-Lieutenant, and under the 
terms of the statutes holds office during 
the pleasure of the Lord-Lieutenant. The 
names of the existing members of the 
Board are as follows :— 


Right Hon. C. Palles. 

Rev. W. Todd Martin. 

Most Rev. Archbishop Walsh, D.D. 

Right Hon. Mr. Justice Madden. 

Samuel Dill, Esq. 

Rev. T. A. Finlay, M.A., F.R.U.L. 

Right Rev. Gerald Molloy, D.D. 

W. J. M. Starkie, Esq., M.A., D.Litt. 

Rev. John B. Mahatfy, D.D., F.T.C.D. 

Francis A. Tarleton, Esq, LL.D., 
F.S.C.D. 


His Honour Judge Craig. 


Bertram C. A. Windle, Esq., D.Se., M.D, | Commissioners inform me that it is not 


F.RS. 


Royal Irish Constabulary Inspectors. 
Mr. FIELD: ‘To ask the Chief Secre- 


tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland | 
whether he is aware that the inspectorate 


i desirable at present 


such a system is in vogue in Great Britain ; 
and, if not, whether he will consider the 
advisability of filling the higher ranks in 
the Royal Irish Constabulary by the same 
method as obtains in Great Britain. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) One half of 
the vacancies in the ranks of district 
inspectors of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
are filled by competition, conducted by 
the Civil Service Commissioners, among 
gentlemen nominated by the Government, 
and the other half by promotion from 
the ranks of the force. I am aware that 
this system does not obtain in Great 
Britain. It is, however, to be remem- 
bered that in the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary promotitions from the rank of 
district inspectors are made to county 
inspectorships, and from the latter the 
Assistant Inspectors General and other 


high officers are appointed. In Great 
sritain the appointment of chief 


constable is, I understand, genorally, if 
not always, made from the outside. 
The Government do not think it 
to consider any 
change in the system of appointing 
district inspectors. 


Sale of Miss Somers’ Farm at 
Streamstown. 

Mr. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, S.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can state on 
what grounds the Estates Commissioners 
refused to sanction the sale by Miss 
Somers of a farm at Streamstown, county 
Westmeath, to Michael Tracey, of the 
same place ; whether the Commissioners 


had before them the fact that the farm 
'was held by the father of the present 


| tenant, 


through em- 
and whether, 


which he lost 
barrassed circumstances : 


_in view of the object of the Act, he will 


ask the Commissioners to reconsider 


their decision. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 


the case that they refused to sanction 


the sale in the case of Michael Tracey, a 


/tenant on the estate of Miss Anne 


Somers. An agreement was signed for 
purchase at a price of £121. The 
Commissioners sanctioned an advance 
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of £69, and the balance of £52 having | War whether he can state the present 


been lodged on behalf of the tenant, the 
holding was vested in him on May 11th, 
1905. 


Schools “under Two Teachers. ” 

Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
expression a school under two teachers in 
the last: syllabus of the Commissioners of 
National Education for Ireland, included 
a school conducted by a certified teacher 
and junior assistant mistress; and 
whether nature study by the same 
syllabus is compulsory in all rural 
national schools, and is it the intention 
of the Commissioners immediately to 
supply rural national schools with 
microscopes for that purpose. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryee.) 
missioners of National Education inform 
me that the Answer to the first part of 
the Question is in the affirmative. 
Nature study is not compulsory. [ am 
sensible of its importance. 


fonds from which they could supply 
national schools with microscopes. 


Flooding of the River Barrow. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): To ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has received a resolution adopted by 
the Mountmellick Town Commissioners 
at their meeting on the 3rd instant with 
reference to the state of the River 
Barrow, and expressing apprehension as 
to the effect of the approaching autumn 
and winter floods, judging from previous 
experiences ; and will he say what he 
proposes doing to remedy or mitigate 
this long standing evil. 


(Answered hy Mr. Bryce.) The resolu- 
tion referred to has been received and 
will have attention. I understand that 
the Arterial Drainage Commission will 
sit at Portarlington next month, and 
take evidence from persons residing in 
Mountmellick and other districts adjoin- 
ing the River Barrow. 


The Artillery Reserve. 
Str SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.): To ask the Secretary of State for 
VOL, CLXI. [Fourtu Series. ] 


The Com- 


The Com- | 
missioners tell me that they have no | 


strength of the Artillery Reserve ; what 
will be the number of trained gunners 
and drivers necessary on mobilisation to 
bring up the establishment of the pro- 
posed new four-gun and two-gun 
batteries of Royal Field Artillery and 
also of the Royal Horse Artillery to war 
strength, and to meet the probable 
requirements of India during the first 
year of the war; what provision, in 
view of the proposed immediate reduction 
of 3,800 men of the artillery, he proposes 
to make to meet the probable require- 
ments of the artillery at Home and in 
India on mobilisation with respect to 
both horses and men during the period in 
which he is training his garrison Militia 
and Volunteers to take the place of 
Regular soldiers. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The present strength of the Artillery 
Reserve is 14,743. ‘To bring the 
fourteenth Royal Horse Artillery and 
/ninety-ninth Field Artillery batteries to 
| war strength 12,078 reservists would be 
required, It is not expedient in Imperial 
interests to give any figures as regards 
Indian requirements. As regards the 
last part of the Question the 3,800 men 
will not be immediately reduced, but will 
be gradually absorbed by drafts and 
wastage and by premature passage to the 
reserve. The steps to be taken as 
regards the Militia in the interval are 
now under consideration. Horses would 
have to be purchased as at present. 





Irish Midwives in Military Hospitals. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: ‘To ask the 
Secretary of State for War upon what 
principle did the the recent advertisement 
for a midwife for the Curragh Camp 
prescribe the qualification of an English 
| certificate under the Midwives Act; is 
jhe aware that Ireland was excluded 
|from that Act solely because the then 
|existing Trish qualification was so high 
that the Act was unnecessary in Lreland ; 
will the War Department take care that 
in future the Irish as well as the English 
qualification for midwives shall be 
prescribed in their advertisements ; and 
can he say by what means the Govern- 
ment were induced to officially discredit 
the Trish midwives qualification at the 
Curragh, having regard to the pledges 
given when the Act was passed, that the 

2M 
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high position of Irish nurses should not 
be prejudiced. 


Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
All nurses appointed to military families 
hospitals are liable to be moved to any 
part of the United Kingdom, and those 
holding an Irish qualification are 
ineligible to practice in England after 
1910 unless registered in that country. 
Considerable difficulties therefore arise 
from the appointment of a nurse who 
cannot be employed in English hospitals. 
The nurse who was accepted for this 
appointment held an Irish qualification 
and was specially selected from a large 
number of candidates. 


The Milita and Compulsory Service 
Abroad. 

Str FREDERICK BANBURY (City 
of London): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he proposes to intro- 
duce legislation making it obligatory 
on the Militia to serve abroad. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
It is proposed to introduce a Bill on the 
lines of that introduced by the late 
Government, making the Militia liable 
for service abroad on embodiment on 
account of imminent national danger or 
great emergency. 


Army — Boys Enlisted as Tailors and 
Shoemakers — Continuing at Trade on 
attaining Eighteen Years of age. 

Mr. A. ALLEN: To ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether boys enlisted 
into the Army as tailors or shoemakers 
continue at their trade after attaining 
the age of eighteen, or are then merged 
into the ordinary rank and file. 


(Answered by Myr. Secretary Haldane.) 
A 
Such boys, when they become men, count 
in the rank and file establishment, but 
they can continue to work at their trades 
and generally do, as they can earn extra 
emolument by so doing, 


Unemployed Grant—Provision for 
cotland. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : 
To ask the Prime Minister whether, in 
view of the fact that £200,000 is to be 
provided for the unemployed in England 
and Wales, will he state what provision 
is to be made for the unemployed in 
Scotland. 


{COMMONS} 





1028 


Questions. 


(Answered by Sir H, Campbell-Banner- 

'man.) The £200,000 is intended to be 
provide for the purposes of the Unem- 
| ployed Workmen Act in the United King- 
dom, Any sum which may be allocated 
to Scotland would have to come out of the 
£200,000, and I understand that my 
right hon. friend, the President of the 
Local Government Board, is in communi- 
/eation with my right hon. friend, the 
Secretary for Scotland, on the subject. 


Irish Midwives. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: ‘To ask the 
| Prime Minister is he aware that although 
Dublin contains the largest and oldest 
chartered school of midwifery in the 
empire, and the second largest in the 
world, the profession of midwife in Tre- 
land, which has been organised for more 
| than 150 years, has been gravely pre- 
|judiced by the action of a newly 
| constituted body in England (which is not 
| yet four years old), in refusing to recog- 
/nise the Irish midwifery qualification, 
and inducing Government Departments 
to stipulate in advertisements that the 
new English qualification will alone be 
recognised ; is he aware vhat the Irish 
midwifery schools, which now attract 
students not only from Great Britain 
and the Colonies but from the Continent 
and the United States, have without 
effect protested against the slur officially 
east upon the older Irish qualification ; 
will he inquire whether the English 
Central Midwives Board refuse to hold 


any examination in Ireland (although 
guaranteed the expense), so as to 


handicap Irish midwives, and put them to 
the outlay of aten days visit to England ; 
and, if so, will the Government allow The 
Midwives Act, 1902, which was passed 
with the consent of all Parties, to remain 
in force. 


(Answered by Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
man.) My information is that the Central 
Midwives Board have not refused to 
recognise the Irish midwifery qualifica- 
tions, nor have they induced, or endea- 
voured to induce, Government Depart- 
ments to stipulate in advertisements that 
the qualification of their own certificate 
would alone be recognised. As to the 
refusal of the Board to hold examinations 
in Ireland, of which the hon. Member 
complains, I am advised that by the terms 
of the Statute such examinations cannot 


be held in Ireland. 
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Business at Saturday Sitting. 
Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs) : 
Minister, what Scotch business he intends 
to take on Saturday next. 


(Answered by Sir H. Campbell-Banner- 
man.) The business taken on Saturday 
will be the Second Reading of the 
National Galleries (Scotland) Bill, the 
introduction of the Crofters Bill, and the 
Report stage of the Fatal Accidents (Scot- 
land) Bill. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


His Majesty's Ship “ Montagu.” 

Mr. HICKS BEACH (Gloucestershire, 
Tewkesbury) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Admiralty if he can state the 
approximate daily cost of the salvage 
operations on His Majesty’s ship 
“ Montagu ;’ 
mate amount that has been expended 
thereon up to date. 


’ 


Tue SECRETARY to tue ADMIR- | 


ALTY (Mr. EpmMunp  Roperrson, 
Dundee): I have nothing to add to my 
reply to a similar Question from the hon. 
Member for Yarmouth on July 19th.+ 


Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, 
Fareham) asked what would be the 
probable outcome of the operations. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 
they were hopeful that the next attempt, 
to be made on August 6th, would be 
successful. 


Mr. JENKINS (Chatham): Is it not 


the fact some contractors are receiving 
£500 in connection with these operations ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : That 
is the very question I have refused to 
answer, 


Mr. JENKINS ; Is there the remotest 
chance of the salvage of the vessel being 
successfully accomplished 3 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I 
have just said I hoped so. 








t+ See (4) Debates, elxi., 379. 
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The Proposed Reduction of the Army. 
| *Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
| shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
|Secretary of State for War what, 
| excluding artillery, is the actual reduction 
|of present numbers involved by his 
| reduction of the establishment by 20,000 
}men; and by what number the Infantry, 
| Guards, and Line, on the Home establish- 
| ment, fell short of establishment on June 
| lst and July Ist. 


| 


| Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
| WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington) : 
|The reduction of approximately 20,000 
'men is a reduction of establishments. 
| The effect of the reduction on the numbers 
| at present serving cannot be stated until 
| the arrangements for disposing of existing 
|men have been completely worked out. 
| As regards the last part of the Question, 
'on the dates mentioned the Foot Guards 
| were respectively forty-four and eighty- 
two over establishment, and the infanty 
|of the line 4,031 and 4,092 under 


(Juestions. 


| establishment. 


The Guards. 
Mr. GUY BARING (Winchester): I 
' beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
| War when it is proposed to reduce the 
| Guards’ battalions at Aldershot from 
four to two. 


Mr. HALDANE: It is not possible at 
present to give a reply to this Question. 


| Mr.GUY BARING: I beg to ask the 
| Secretary of State for War whether it is 
| intended to give the Guards’ brigade that 
/would be mobilised in case of war any 
| training at Aldershot % 


Mr. HALDANE: Two battalions of 
| Foot Guards will be quartered and trained 
| at Aldershot and will form part of the 1st 
| Brigade. A brigade of four battalions of 
| Foot Guards will be quartered in London, 
'and will, on mobilisation, form part of 
}the 2nd Division. This brigade will, 
| whenever possible, train at Aldershot for 
|a few weeks in the autumn. 

| 

| The Identification of Bambaata. 

| Mr. MEYSEY - THOMPSON (Staf- 
'fordshire, Handsworth): I beg to ask 
'the Secretary of State for War whether 
the general officer commanding the troops 
|in Natal has made any adverse report 


2M2 
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upon the conduct of Major Pratt, | 
R.A.M.C., in respect of his action in con- | 
nection with the steps taken to identify | 
the body of Bambaata; if so, will an | 
inquiry be held so that Major Pratt may 
have an opportunity of meeting the | 
charges which have been brought against | 
him. 


{COMMONS} 
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(Juestion S. 


Mr. HALDANE: If what the hon. 
and gallant Member means is to ask for 
the details of what passed at particular 
Army Councils, [ must decline on prin- 
ciple to furnish the information. The 
proceedings at such Councils are and 
must be of a confidential character. All 


the information that it would be proper 


for me to give as regards the view of the 


Mr. HALDANE: The Major Pratt 
alluded to does not belong to the Royal 
Army Medical Corps. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) : 
Does the ofticer whose name has_ been 
mentioned in connection with this matter 
belong to any branch of His Majesty’s 
service ¢ 


Mr. HALDANE: I cannot answer that 
Question without notice. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : [ will put 
it down. 
British Garrison in Egypt. 

Sin HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for War what compensation had to 
be paid for reducing the British garrison 
in Egypt last year ; and if General Slade, 
who was deprived of his office by such 
reduction, will be appointed again to the 
command vow that the garrison has to be 
greatly increased 4 


Army Council was contained in the 
speech delivered by me in the House on 
the 12th instant. 7 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT pointed 
out that the names of Ministers attend- 
ing Cabinet Councils were published, 
and asked why the names of persons 
attending the meetings of the Army 
Council should not also be given to the 
Press. 


Mr. HALDANE: I do not know by 
what authority the names of Ministers 
attending Cabinet Councils are published, 
but I do not propose to extend the 
practice to the Army Council. 


The Militia. 

Srr HOWARD VINCENT: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
what proof he can give the House that 
the 30,000 Militiamen necessary for his 


expeditionary force of 154,000 men will 


be forthcoming on the declaration of 


war; and if he can name the regiments 


'which have undertaken to furnish these 


Mr. HALDANE: Only one oflicer was | 
deprived of staff employment for a very | 
short period by the reduction, and he 
was granted compensation for this loss. 
Major-General Slade was not deprived of 
his command in Egypt owing to the. 
reduction, but because he reached the age 
of sixty-two on the 16th March, 1905, 
and had therefore to be placed on retired | 


pay in accordance with the provisions of | 


the Royal Warrant. 


Army Council. 

Sin HOWARD VINCENT: 1 beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War if 
the Army Council came unanimously to 
a definite resolution that there were 
20,000 too many men in the Regular 
Army in the present situation of Imperial 
affairs, and in such case if he will give 
the date and terms of the Resolution and 
the names of the persons present at such | 
Council. 


30,000 men in units of not less strength 
than one company, and the names of the 
commanding ofticers who have given this 
pledge, and the evidence of validity they 
have been able to adduce to the Army 
Council. 


Mr. HALDANE: What [I said in 
my speech on the 12th instant was that 
the War Office proposed to obtain the 
Militiamen necessary for the striking 
force. Steps are already being taken 
with a view to carrying this proposal 
into effect. In due time hereafter the 
hon. and gallant Member will have his 
opportunity of judging whether they 
have proved successful. 


Sparkbrook Factory. 
Mr. C. DUNCAN (Barrow-in-Furness): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 





+ See (4) Debates, elx., 1075, et seg. 
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directed to the fact that a number of the 
Sparkbrook employees whose services 
have been dispensed with owing to the 
sale of the factory have been refused 


Questions. 


employment by the private firm to whom | 


the factory had been sold ; and whether, 
in view of the understanding arrived at 
hetween the Government and the firm 
with regard to the re-employment of 
these men, he proposes to take any action 
in the matter, 


I am not aware of 


Will my hon. 


Mr. HALDANE: 
the matter mentioned. 


friend be good enough to send me specific | 


instances to enable me to make any 
inquiries which may be necessary 4 


Ordnance Factory Employees’ Privileges. 


Mr. C. DUNCAN: I beg to ask the | 


Secretary of State for War from what 
fund the privileges given to workmen 
employed in Government ordnance fac- 
torles is provided for sick, epidemic, 
accident, medical, and holidays ; and if 
any special sum is assessed to working 
and management expenses for such 
purpose. 


Mr. HALDANE: There is no special 
fund for the purpose. The cost of these 
privileges is charged against the output 
of the ordnance factories, and forms a 
portion of the general indirect charges on 
the work done in them. 


Rifle Manufacture Contracts. 

Mr. ©. DUNCAN: [ beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War if, with orders 
given to private manufacturers for Lee- 
Enfield short modified rifles, there is any 
understanding or contract with such 
firms to take a number of rifles which 
during the process of manufacture may 
have been rendered defective for first- 
class purposes, and fail to pass the viewers, 
and which are used for the purpose of 
drill practice ; and if there is such an 
understanding or contract to take a 
number of these defective rifles, what 


is the number in proportion to orders | 


given, and what is the price paid for them. 


Mr. HALDANE: There is no such | 


understanding, but contracts have been 


made last year and this year for drill pat- 
tern rifles as required. 2,200 were ordered 
in 1905-6, or 1°6 per cent. of the service 


short rifles ordered up to same date, and | 
950 in 1906-7, or 1°6 per cent. of service | 
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| rifles ordered in same year. The contract 
| price is 40s. each. 
| Political Agents in Native States of India: 
Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India, 
in reference to the replies of his pre- 
decessors on the 25th June, 1903, and the 
19th February, 1904, whether he has 
yet received from the Government of 
India the information promised as to 
how many of the native States of India, 
the territory of which exceeds 100 square 
miles, are, or up to the date promised 
were, under the administrative control of 
political agents on account of the infancy 
or ineapacity of the chiefs of such States, 
and what has been the increase in their 
number during five years ; and whether 
he has any objection to the information 
| so obtained being printed and circulated 
| as a Parliamentary Return. 


THe UNDER - SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror INDIA (Mr. JoHN ELLIs, 
| Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) : The infor- 
mation referred to by the hon. Member 
has been received. ‘The Secretary of 
State has no objection to laying it on the 
Table of the House if he will move for it. 


Pearl Separating Machinery. 

Mr. HART-DAVIES (flackney, N.) : 
I heg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether Mr. 
Dixon’s pearl separating machinery was 
working well in 1904; whether Sir H. 
Blake, the Governor of Ceylon, recom- 
mended the sale of this machinery to the 
Gulf Syndicate at Rs. 161,529; and 
whether, and under what circumstances, 
it was sold to the Ceylon Pearl Fisheries 
Company for only Rs. 120,000. 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
FOR THE COLONIES (Mr. CHURCHILL, 
Manchester, N.W.): As to the first part 
of this Question I would refer the hon. 
Member to the Answer which I gave 
yesterday on this subject.+ The first draft 
of the lease as approved by the Ceylon 
Government, which is given in the Blue- 
‘hook, included purehase of Mr. Dixon’s 
apparatus, ete., for Rs. 161,529. This sum 
| included not only the cost of machinery 
| but the whole expenses incurred by the 
| Ceylon Government in connection with 
| the matter, including Mr. Dixon’s salary 





+ See Col. 712. 
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and travelling expenses, wages of assis- 
tants, workmen, etc., In the course of 


the negotiations in this country the repre- | 
sentatives of the Syndicate demurred to | 


this charge, and asked that they should 
pay at a valuation of the apparatus by 
someone in the Ceylon Public Works 
department. Eventually, with the con- 


currence of Sir Henry Blake, who was in | 


England at the time, the sum of Rs.120,000 
was agreed upon as a compromise, the 
actual cost of the machinery, as stated 
yesterday, having been Ks. 76,689. 


British East African Protectorate 
urrency. 
Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he will take into 
consideration the advisability of substitut- 


ing British coinage for Indian in the 


British East African Protectorate, a 
change desired by the Mombasa Chamber 
of Commerce, the Colonists Association 
of British East Africa, and practically the 
whole white community. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The matter to 


which the hon. Member refers was very | 
carefully considered by the then Secre- | 


tary of State for Foreign Affairs some 
two years ago, and the conclusion arrived 
at was that, in view of the close relations 
of the Protectorate with India, the balance 
of advantage lay in the retention of the 
rupee ; andthe Secretary of State for the 
Colonies has seen no reason to vary that 
decision. The British sovereign has, 


however, now been declared legal tender, | 


and an issue of rupee notes of convenient 
denominations has been made. 


Trinidad Legislative Council. 

Mr. C. DUNCAN: I beg to 
ask the Under - Secretary 
for the Colonies whether the wholly 
elective principle can be extended to the 
replacement of the unofficial Members of 
the Legislature, in keeping with the 
policy of allowing the people a greater 
share in the administration of their own 
affairs, inasmuch as, under the system 
now in vogue in Trinidad, unofficial 


Members of that body represent only | 


{COMMONS} 


of State | 
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(the nominated unofficial Members of the 
| Legislative Council represent only them- 
selves, and he is not prepared to replace 
them by elected members. 


Gambling and Crime in the Transvaal. 

Mr. MOND (Chester): I beg to ask 
the Under-Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether in view of the statement 
made by Lord Selborne, in the Blue 
Book (Cd. 3025], that the outrages 
caused by Chinese coolies are mainly due 
to ruined gamblers among these men, tho 
Government will so cause the Ordinance 
to be amended as to make gambling an 
offence punishable thereunder. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Transvaal 
Statute Book already contains provision 
with regard to gambling, but it is doubt- 
ful whether the evil can be successfully 
dealt with by legislation. It is hoped to 
reduce it by stricter control on the 
/ mines. 


White Labour in Transvaal Mines. 
Mr. MOND: I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware of the trials that are 
being made with unskilled white labour 
'on the Nourse Deep and other mines ; 
and whether the Government will take 
steps to obtain a report from the Govern- 

/ment mining engineer on these trials. 


Mr. CHURCHILL : I have no special 
|information as to these trials, but the 
'Governor is being asked to obtain a 
report from the Government mining 
engineer on any such experiments, 


Port of Spain Borough Council. 

Mr. C. DUNCAN: | beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware of the petition sent 
to the Colonial Office by the people of 
Trinidad, through the Workingmen’s 
Association in Port of Spain, praying for 
the establishment of the wholly elective 
principle in the election of the borough 
council; and in view of the favourable 
| opinions expressed by the present Governor 
of this Colony, he can say whether 
approval is to be given, and if so, when. 


themselves, and are not in touch with the | 


real desires of the taxpayers of the 
Colonies. 


— Mr. CHURCHILL: The Secretary of 
State cannot accept the statement that 


| Mr. CHURCHILL: The petition was 
| duly received and acknowledged. After 
| consulting the Governor, the Secretary of 
| State has decided that there shall be for 
|two years a board nominated by the 
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Governor which shall take over the duties | Railway ; whether, in the event of the 
of the three existing municipal authorities, railway being prolonged to the Persian 
and that at the end of the two years the | Gulf, he will consider the advisability of 
question whether the existing board shall | this extension being financed by British 
be continued or shall be replaced either | capitalists ; and whether any negotiations 
at once or gradually by an elected board | are going on as to the proposed alterna- 
shall be again submitted to the Legislative | tive termini of Koweit and Klor Abdullah. 
Council. | 


Questions. (Questions. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: No negotia- 
_tions are proceeding with His Majesty’s 
|Government in regard to the Baghdad 
| Railway, and I have therefore no state- 
ment to make regarding it. 


Trinidad Finance. 

Mr. C. DUNCAN: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether in view of the deficit shown in | 
the Estimates of the Colony of Trinidad 
for this year, and the already high rate 
of taxation upon foodstuffs, etc, which Mr. LYNCH (Yorkshire, W.R., 
inflicts hardship on the poorest people, | Ripon): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
he will suggest a policy of retrenchment | State for Foreign Affairs whether His 
curtailing all salaries over £200 per annum, | Majesty’s Government will include in 
and a suspension of the sum of money | any fresh negotiations for an increase in 
paid annually from the Revenue of the | the customs duties in Turkey which may 
Colony for coolie immigration. |be proposed by the Porte a condition 


| regulating, in accordance with the needs 
Mr. CHURCHILL: The Estimates 


Turkish Customs Duties. 


/of keeping order in Macedonia, the 
for the current year do not show a deficit, | 
but a surplus. The Secretary of State is 
not aware that the taxation upon food- 
stuffs in Trinidad is felt to be oppressive, 
and he does not consider that the interests 
of the Colony would be served by reducing 
salaries and suspending the Vote for 
mmigration. 


|military expenditure to be included in 


the budget of that province; when he 


_will present papers to Parliament dealing 


with the recent negotiations which 
culminated in the rejection by the Porte 


‘of the proposals of the Powers; and 


whether he will communicate to Parlia- 
ment the conditions which it is intended 


/to substitute for those which have been 


The “ Knight Commander.” 

Mr. HART-DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign | 
Affairs whether he has as yet received | 
any reply from the Russian Govern- | 
ment as to the personal compensation 
claimed by the captain and crew of. 
the ss. “ Knight Commander,” and if 
not, when some settlement of this claim 
may be expected. 


| rejected. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: It is not 
possible to lay papers or to make a 
statement giving the details of negotia- 


‘tions which are now under consideration, 


and in which other Powers are concerned. 
I may, however, say generally that His 
Majesty’s Government require to be 


|assured that certain arrangements for 


| which they originally stipulated in the 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror | 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp | 
Grey, Northumberland, Berwick): The | 


interests of commerce will be carried out 
by the Porte, and also that an effective 
guarantee will be given to ensure that 








claims of the master and crew of the} the proceeds of any increase of the 
“Knight Commander” are included in| Customs dues will be available for and 
the general claim put forward for the loss | applied to the scheme of reforms in 
of the vessel. His Majesty's Government | Macedonia. 
have, within the last few weeks, again | 
pressed the claim upon the Russian | Case of Mr. Stannard. 
Government, but hitherto without success.| Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, Tottenham) : 
|I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Baghdad Railway. | Foreign Affairs whether, in view of the 
Mr. HART-DAVIES: I beg to ask | action of the Governor-General of the 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs Congo Free State and also the sentence 
whether he is in a position to make any | of the court in the case of Mr. Stannard, 
statement as to the proposed Baghdad | he will further consider the advisability 
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of pressing for the establishment of 
consular jurisdiction as 


possible. 


Sik EDWARD GREY: I hear by 
telegraph that Vice -Consul Armstrong 
was satisfied with the way in which the 
trial was conducted, but his report has 
not yet been received, and an appeal has 
heen made against the sentence, the 
result of which cannot yet be known, 
We cannot at this stage found any 
further action upon this case. 


Factory Acts -Particulars Section. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether Reports on brush-making, 
india-rubber balloon making, and net- 
making, mentioned in His Majesty’s 
Chief Inspector’s Report for 1902 as 
already or about to be specially reported 
on with a view to their inclusion in the 
operation of the particulars section, have 
vet been submitted to him as a result of 
the further inquiries he proposed to have 
made. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Giap- 
STONE, Leeds, W.): Reports on  brush- 
making, net-making and a number of 
other industries have been made, and are 
now under consideration. ‘The reports 
on the india-rubber trade generally 
(including toy balloon making) and on 
one or two other industries are not yet 
quite corapleted. It will he desirable, 
1 think, to deal with those of the 
industries investigated to which the 
application of the provision as to particu- 
lars is found to be required, at the same 
time and, if possible, by a single compre- 
hensive order. 


Accidents Returns. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, if he will consider 
the expediency of calling on the police 
throughout the country to prepare and 
transmit to the Home Office monthly a 
record of all accidents coming within 


their cognisance, showing in how many | 


instances such accidents have caused 
personal injuries, and in how many cases 
deaths have resulted therefrom. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. GLADSTONE: It would be 
impossible for the police to make general 
feturns of all accidents. It is possible 
that they might be able to suppiy annual 
Returns of traffic accidents, but [ am not 
prepared to ask for such Returns, involving 
as they would heavy clerical labour, 
unless I am satisfied that they would 
serve some important public purpose. 


Vanguard Bus Odours. 

Mr. WEIR: [beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department 
whether he is aware that the Vanguard 
motor omnibuses plying in the Metropoli- 
tan area emit vapour of an offensive odour, 
which has been denounced by Professor 
Sir James Dewar as detrimental to public 
health ; and, seeing that this constitutes 
a public nuisance, will he communicate 
with the company with a view to the 
abatement of this »uisance. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: I beg to refer my 
hon. friend to the Answer [ gave him 
yesterday on this subject. 


In reply to a further Question the right 
hon. Gentleman said that until the result 
of the expert’s inquiries was received hy 
him he could make no communication to 
the Vanguard Company. 


Motor Traffic Casualties. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department having 
regard to the fact that although inquiries 
were set on foot last year to ascertain 
whether a Return of the casualties caused 
by motor cars, motor cycles, and motor 
omnibuses could be collected from the 
police throughout the country, no com- 
plete figures have been obtained ; will he 
give the figures so far as they go; and 
will the police be instructed to prepare 
and transmit to the Home Oftice monthly 
a record of all accidents caused through 
motor tratlic coming within their know- 
ledge, the number of cases of personal 
injuries resulting from such accidents, and 
the number of deaths. 


*Mr. GLADSTONE: Inquiries were 
made last year by my predecessor, but 
the conclusion arrived at was that it would 
be ditticult for the police to make the 
| Returns and that they would be very 
‘incomplete. On the other hand the 
| Registrar-General gives complete Returns. 
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of deaths from motor accidents, and on 
April 3rd last, in reply toa Question, I 
gave the figures for 1903 and 1904. The 
figures for 1905 will be ready shortly. 
It would be quite impracticable to call for 


a monthly Return of motor accidents | 


from nearly 200 police forces. 


Death from Anthrax at Bradford. 

Mr. JOWETT (Bradford, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he is aware that a man 
named Charles James, of 7, Bierley Lane, 
3radford, recently died from anthrax, 
which he had contracted whilst employed 
at the firm of Messrs. William Scriven 
and Company, of Bradford ; and whether, 
in view of the frequency of these cases he 
will take action under The Public Health 
Act, 1875, Section 130, and deal with 
dangerous wool at the port of entry. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN 
Burns, Battersea): I have seen a news- 
paper report of the inquest in the case 
referred to. There would be difficulties 
in dealing with dangerous wool at a port 
of entry, and it has been thought better 
to rely on precautions to be taken at 


the factories where the wool can be sorted. | 


Regulations for the process of wool-sorting 
and wool-combing were made by my right 
hon. friend the Home Secretary, in 


December last, which it is hoped will do | 
much to lessen the risks incurred by the | 
workers, but the matter is still engaging | 


his anxious attention. 


Mr. JOWETT : Have not steps similar 


to those indicated in the Question been | 


taken in other cases ! 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS said he was 
informed by those better qualitied to form 
an opinion than himself that wool sorting 
could best be done in the factory as there 
it was easier to secure better sorting and 
better inspection. 


Cost of Pauper Children. 

Me L. HASLAM (Monmouth 
Boroughs) : I heg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board what is the 
approximate cost per annum, including 
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the boarding-out system ; and what is the 
approximate number of children provided 
for in each of the above-named classes of 
institution. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The returns do 
| not enable me to give all the information 
/asked for, and in particular they do not 

include in the cost of maintenance capital 
charges or the salaries of officers. But I 
may state that on January Ist, 1905, 
there were in district and separate schools 
in England and Wales 12,134 children, 
and that the cost of maintenance in the 
year ended March, 1905, was £150,774. 
The number in cottage, scattered and 
other homes was 13,971, and the cost of 
maintenance £144,446, whilst the number 
boarded-out was 8,620 and the cost of 
maintenance £92,080. 


Mr. LIEF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby): How does that cost compare 
with the cost of the children maintained 
in workhouses ? 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: Roughly speak- 


ing, the cost in district schools was 


£12 10s., in cottage, scattered and 
/other homes, £10 10s., and of those 
| boarded-out £11 10s. In the work- 


| houses the cost would be cheaper still. 


Ireland and the Unemployed Relief Grant. 

Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board what proportion of 
ithe sum of £200,000 which the Govern- 
ment intend to spend for the relief of 
the unemployed during next winter will 
be spent in Ireland. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: This point is not 
at present settled. Lam in communication 
with my right hon. friend the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland on the subject. 


Grants to Distress Committees. 

Mr. THORNE (West Ham,8.): [ bee 
| to ask the President of the Local Govern- 
|ment Board when money grants have 
| been paid to the various distress com- 
mittees from the £200,000 proposed to 
| be granted by the Government, whether 


charges on capital account, of the main- the various distress committees will be 
tenance under the poor law system of | able to give a share of employment to 
each child in barrack schools, village people who register their names, irre- 
communities, scattered homes, and under ! spective of whether they have received 








1043 


Poor Law relief for the previous twelve 
months or not. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS: The conditions 
which must be satisfied by an applicant 
to a distress committee will remain as at 
present. The receipt by the Committee 
of a sum out of the grant will make no 
difference in this respect. 


Wheathampstead School. 

Mr. H. R. MANSFIELD (Lincoln- 
shire, Spalding): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education 
whether his attention has: been called to 
the case of the Wheathampstead Church 


of England School, the sanitary condition | 


of which, notwithstanding reports of 
the County Council. Surveyor and reso- 


lutions of the Education Committee, has | 


been left unimproved ; is he aware of the 
overcrowding of the school and of the 
illness amongst the scholars, and of 
the proximity of the closets to the 
school ; and, seeing that in consequence 
of the overcrowding, a portion of the 
school is conducted during part of the 
year in a corrugated iron shed, open on 
one side to the weather, and unapproach- 
able in time of rain, whether the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Education will secure 
that necessary improvements be made 
without delay ; and whether the fine of 
£1 inflicted upon a parent named Law- 
rence for the absence from school of his 
child will be remitted, seeing that the 


child was kept at home by illness attri- | OV 
Civil servants from one Department to 


buted to the condition of the school. 

Tue PARLIAMENTARY 
TARY to THE BOARD or EDUCATION 
(Mr. Loven, Islington, W.): In regard 


to the first two paragraphs of the Ques- | 
tion, I have to say that the sanitary | 
condition of this school has for some. 
time been under consideration by the. 


Board of Education, and a special visit 
by the Board’s architect was paid by my 
instructions, with the result that a letter 
was sent to the Authority on June 20th 
pointing out certain matters which would 
require to be dealt with. It appeared, 
however, at that visit, that the state of 
things in respect of the premises was not 
so bad as would appear from the descrip- 
tion given in the Question put to me in 
this House on May 11th last? or in the 
Question from the hon. Member to-day. 








+ See (4) Debates, elvii., 39. 
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considered to be detrimental to health 
from their position, but that some im. 
provements are needed which have been 
named to the Authority <n the Board’s 
letter above referred to. The Board 
have no knowledge of the use of a 
corrugated iron shed for teaching pur- 
poses, as alleged in the Question. In 
regard to the two concluding paragraphs 


.of the Question, the Board have no 


knowledge of any fine having been in- 
flicted upon a parent,.as stated in the 
Question. But I will see that a second 
letter is sent to the local authority to-day, 
requiring the prompt carrying out of the 
alterations previously named by the 
Board. 


School Examiners. 
Mr. VICTOR CAVENDISH (Derby. 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Education whether, under 


existing Civil Service regulations, the 


Government has the power to transfer, 
without their consent, examiners now 
serving under the Board of Education to 
a separate Department to be constituted 
under Part III. of the Education Bill. 


Mr. LOUGH: I am not in a position 
to give any authoritative opinion as to 


| the power of the Government in regard to 


the duties which may be required of Civil 
servants, nor as to the power of the 
Government in respect of transferring 


another ; and, as no question of the kind 
has yet arisen in respect of my Depart- 
ment in regard to the matter referred to 
by the hon. Member, I do not see any 
reason for going into it at this juncture. 


Liverpool Victoria Legal Friendly Society. 

Mr. C. DUNCAN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been directed to the 
attempt now being made by the Com- 
mittee of the Liverpool Victoria Legal 
Friendly Society to turn this society, 
which at present is constituted as a 
mutual society under the Friendly 
Societies Acts, into a limited liability 
company ; and, seeing that such change 
can only be effected by a vote of the 
members of the society, whether he will 
take steps to ensure an opportunity to 


_each member to record his vote. 
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Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
pe TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): My attention has been 
jrawn to this proposal on the part of the 
Friendly Society, but I am informed that 
the Chief Registrar has no power of 
interference beyond that of calling a 
special meeting conferred upon him (sub- 
ject to Treasury consent) under Section 
i6 of the Friendly Societies Act of 1896. 


Kew Gardens Workers. 


Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland): I 
beg to ask the hon. Member for South 
Somerset, as representing the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, why, seeing 
that all sections of workers in Kew 
Gardens have represented their griev- 
ances to the noble Lord in the form of a 
memorial, thereby complying with his 
wishes, specifically showing that the rates 
of pay were below that paid to similar 
workers in the public parks in the dis- 
trict; that the hours worked did not 
compare favourably with the latter ; and 
asking the noble Lord to receive a depu- 
tation from the men’s federation, why an 
answer to the points raised in the 
memorial has not been sent to the men’s 
representative. 


Sr EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
set, S.): The memorial in question was 
referred to the Treasury, who sanctioned 
the payment of increased wages to certain 
classes of the men employed at Kew, 
and authorised the employment of an 
additional stoker in order to carry out a 
reduction in their hours of labour. The 
decision of the Treasury has been com- 
municated to the men, and will be carried 
into effect at once. If there are any 
further points which the men desire to 
bring under the notice of my noble 
friend, he will be glad to give them 
every consideration, and, if necessary, to 
arrange an interview with representatives 
of the particular classes concerned. 


Sutherlandshire Main Roads. 


Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the. 


Secretary for Scotland whether the 
Congested Districts Board can do any- 


thing by way of a grant or otherwise | 
to improve the condition of the main | 


roads in Sutherlandshire. 


Tur SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND | 


(Mr. Sincrair, Forfarshire): The Con- 
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gested Districts Board have not been 
able to see their way to make grants for 
the improvement of main roads, as main- 
tenance in a condition for traffic is a duty 
imposed on the Statutory Road Authority. 


Questions. 


Island of Lewis Fisheries. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland if the Congested Districts 
3oard will consider the expediency of 
providing grants in aid of the construc- 
tion of boat hauling winches at some of 
the fishing villages in the Island of 
Lewis, where there are at present no 
facilities for hauling boats. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: The Congested 
Districts Board will take into considera- 
tion any such applications that may 
reach them. 


Unemployment Committees in Scotland. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland if he will state how many 
county councils in Scotland have formed 
unemployment committees. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: Only one county 
council in Seotland has taken action 
under the Unemployed Workmen Act, 
1905, viz. that of Lanark, where a 
special committee for the whole county 
has been established in terms of Section 
2 (3). In addition, the County Council 
of Kirkcudbright are represented on the 
Central Body established in terms of 
Section 2 (2) of the said Act for the 
Burgh of Dalbeattie, 


Crime in County Longford. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General for 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the recent address of Lord 
Justice Fitzgibbon to the grand jury of 
the county Longford, in which he con- 
gratulated them upon the peaceful state 
of their county; and whether, having 
regard to the fact that a sentence of 
three years’ penal servitude was inflicted 
at the previous assizes on a man named 
James M‘Cann for an alleged Whiteboy 
offence, the Crown will take into account 
the peaceful character of the county and 
extend clemency to M‘Cann by reducing 
the sentence imposed on him. 


Tur CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
' LAND (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, 8.) : My 
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right hon. and learned friend has asked 
me to reply to this Question. I have 
received a report of Lord Justice Fitz- 
gibbon’s address, which fully bears out the 
hon. Member's description of it. As to the 
remainder of the Question, I beg to refer 
to my reply to the hon. Member’s previous 
Question of June 28th.7 It is, as I then 
informed the hon. Member, open to the 
convict or any one on his behalf to 
forward a memorial at any time to the 
Lord-Lieutenant, and such memorial will 
be laid before the Lord-Lieutenant for 
his decision. I am sure that His Excel- 
lency will take as lenient a view of the 
case as it is possible for him to do con- 
sistently with the interests of justice. 


ue SHIONS. 


Irish Exports. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, $.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is now 
in a position to state if the Department 
of Agriculture and Technical Instruction, 
with a view to the development of [rish 
trade, will undertake the compilation and 
publication of a complete list of the 
exporters of Irish manufactures and 
produce; and, if so, whether the co 
operation of the various industrial 
development associations will be invited 
so as to secure that the publication will 
he complete in every respect ; and will he 
arrange that the publication be in 
English, French, German, and Spanish, 
so that it may be placed with advantage 
in all consular offices, and in other centres 
of commercial enterprise abroad. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Department of 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction are 
in sympathy with the proposal referred 
to in the Question, and are considering 
how far they may be able to further the 
object in view. Even with the assistance 
of the Industrial Development Associa- 
tions, which the Department would 
welcome, the scheme would involve con- 
siderable expense, and some additional 
clerical assistance would be required. If 
the Department should be able to obtain 
these, they will endeavour to give effect 
to the proposal. 


Amalgamation of Irish Unions. 
Mr. HALPIN (Clare, W.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether the Report 
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of the Royal Commission on Amalgama- 
tion of Unions, promised in April last, 
has been presented to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant ; and, if not, whether, seeing that 
the matter urgently affects the county of 
Clare, owing to the overcrowded state of 
the lunatic asylum there, and, in view of 
the resolution passed by the county 
council over four months ago asking to 
have this Report presented, can he state 
the reason for the delay which is causing 
much misery to the insane in that county. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Report has not yet 
been presented. As to the reason for 
delay, | beg to refer to my reply to the 
Question of the hon. Member for East 
Kerry yesterday. | understand that the 
Commissioners will recommend in their 
Report that a workhouse in county Clare 
should be placed at the disposal of the 
lunatic asylum authorities. 


Cooscroum Landing Stage. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the Congested Districts 
Board is now prepared to give proper 
landing facilities at Cooscroum, county 
Kerry. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Congested Districts 
Board at their last meeting considered the 
question of improving the landing place at 
Cooscroum in conjunction with the pro- 
posal for the erection of a pier at Reenard 
Point in the same district. The Board 
decided that they would be prepared to 
make a liberal contribution towards the 
work at Cooscroum if funds should he 
provided from other sources for erecting 
a pier at Reenard, As the Board’s funds 
are limited, they cannot undertake to 
contribute to both of these expensive 
works. The possibility of otherwise pro- 
viding funds for works at Reenard is 
under consideration. 


Portarlington Police Barracks. 

Mr. DELANY (Queen’s County, 
Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Lreland 
whether he is aware that Cloneygowan, 
King’s County, police station is only 


three miles distant from Kilmalogue, 
Portarlington, police barrack ; and, 


seeing that Kilmalogue constitutes the 
part of the town of Portarlington situate 
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in King’s County, whether he will say | Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
what reason exists for continuing two | aware of the proceedings instituted by 
police barracks and eleven policemen in | the police against a licensed trader at the 
Portarlington, the population of which is | petty sessions of Johnstown, county 
under 2,000 inhabitants ¢ | Kilkenny, and of the fact that it was 
sworn in the evidenee by the police that 
*Mr. BRYCE: The Inspector-General | they were concealed all night in the 
of Constabulary informs me that Cloney- | National schoolhouse facing the residence 
gowan police district is four miles from | of the trader in question; whether he 
kilmalogue police station. As to the | can state who gave the police authority 
remainder of the Question, I beg to | to break the lock and force an entrance 
refer to my reply to the hon. Member's | into this parochial building for such a 
similar Question on 17th inst.+ There are | proceeding ; and whether it was with the 
not two police stations in Portarlington. sanction of their superior officer that the 
The Portarlington station and the exten- police acted in this manner. 
sive rural district attached to it are in 
Queen’s County. The Kilmalogue station) *Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
and the district belonging to it are in. police authorities that upon the hearing 
King’s County. The Inspector-General | of the case referred to the prosecuting 
considers that there is full necessity for policemen proved that they were con- 
each of these stations. cealed in the national schoolhouse from 
half-past three in the morning until 
In reply to a further Question by Mr. midday, when they detected the offence. 
Delany— The police did not break the lock or force 
an entrance into the schoolhouse, but 
*Mr. BRYCE said that although the had full authority toenter. The offence, 
two police stations were comparatively | of which the publican was convicted, was 
close together, the districts they served | that of keeping his house open for sale 
stretched far and wide. at prohibited hours on Sunday. 


Irish Poor Law Commission Report. Mr MEAGHER: When I go home 
Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.); [| next week I hope the right hon. Gentle- 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to man will give me authority to hold a 
the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether, | political meeting in the schoolhouse. 
in view of the delay of the Poor Law 
Commission (Ireland) in presenting their) Mr. SPEAKER: Order! order! That 
Report, and the inconvenience caused | does not arise out of the Question. 
thereby to many public boards in Ireland, 
he = x4 — ena bas Corres: Longford Magistracy. 
yndence he has had with the Commis- ’ ah 
aningg dagen 8 *) Mr. J.P. FARRELL: [ beg to ask 
3 Ts ~g et / eat ¥ Q is 
y ‘the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
*Mr. BRYCE: I bee to refer to the | tenant of Ireland if he will state the 
. ae D . cs , etintimasow <4 1 » i 

Answer which I gave to the Question on number of magistrates appointed ” 
‘his subject put by the Hon. Member for ee pres 
> eeu ; ae | December Ist, 1906; how many of the 
vi wPPy yaetardaw +t sha , v ’ * ’ sate 
ae pax yememns,{ ehon , ult gentlemen so appointed were Protestants 
explained the circumstances which have pi tr holj : “am he 
led to delay in the presentation of the |22@ DOW many CVathohes 5 w ae 1 Ue 
Report referred to. It would be contrary | °XSUNS proportion between these denom- 
hs the catabliched practice to lay upon inations on the magisterial roll of the 
the Table any correspondence which may | COUNTY 2s a whole; and whether it is 

“| proposed to redress the balance by 





pass between the Government and_ the | aap dit \ Piethaliae -te.4) 
Commissioners in such case. | SPORE SCRONR ate tC: ee 


commission of the peace for the county. 


(Police and the Johnstown Schoolhouse. | _ a ; 
Mr. MEAGHER (Kilkenny, N.): 1 *Mr. BRYCE: The Lord Chancellor 
lbeg to ask the Chief Secretary to the| informs me that the number of magis- 
trates appointed for the county Longford 
+ See (4) Debates, elxi., 37. between July 31st, 1895, and Decem- 
+See Col. 693. ber Ist last is twenty-seven, of whom 
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twenty are Protestants and seven are 
Roman Catholics. The present Lord 
Chancellor has since appointed four 
additional magistrates who are Catholics. 
The total number of ordinary magistrates 
in the county is sixty-seven, of whom 
forty-one are Protestants and twenty-six 
are Catholics. The Lord Chancellor is, 
he informs me, always ready to consider 
the names of any persons who may be 
suggested to him as suitable for the 
magistracy. 


Mr. J.P. FARRELL: Is it not the fact 
that the Lord Chancellor considers the 
names in conjunction with the Lord- 
Lieutenant of the county, who is known 
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the transfer under the Local Government 
Act, 1898, of the district to the county 
council, Ww a would then be able to deal 
with the necessary work of maintenance, 
Iam not aware, however, that the council 
has taken any steps in the direction of a 
transfer. 


Mr. FLYNN: Can the Board of Works 
do nothing to remedy this state of things 


Mr. MCKENNA: No, so far as I am 
aware. 


Irish National School Plans. 


Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 





to be a rabid Tory ? 


{No Answer was returned. | | 
| 
W 


| publication in the near future, 


River Deel. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask | 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as re- | 
presenting the Irish Board of Works, | 
whether he is aware that the River Deel | 
has not been cleaned for the past ten 
years, notwithstanding the formation of 
the Milford, county Cork, Drainage Board, 
with the result that the tenants’ lands 
are badly flooded at frequent intervals ; 
have the occupiers of these lands com- 
plained to the Board of Works, and, if 
so, with what result; can he say what 
explanation do the Drainage Board put 
forward for this neglect to carry out the 
necessary cleaning and drainage of the 
river ; and will he say who constitute this 
Drainage Board and who are responsible 
for neglect of this work; and what steps 
the Board of Works propose to take in 
order to remedy a state of things which 
causes loss to occupiers of land in this 
district. 


Mr. McKENNA: The Milford Drain- 
age Board, when they are in being, are 
responsible for the maintenance of these 
works, but I am informed that no Board 
has been elected sinee 1895. A complaint 
has been received from the occupiers, but 
the Commissioners of Public Works, 
Ireland, have been advised that in the 
circumstances they have no power to 
execute works of maintenance. Repeated 


is aware of the inconvenience caused 
' by the delay in publishing the new plans 
‘for national schools in Ireland; and 
hether there is any prospect of their 


Mr. McKENNA: I regret that I have 
nothing yet to add to the Answer which 
I gave to the hon. Member for North 
Longford on the 19th ultimo. That 
Answer ran as follows: “No settlement 
has yet been reached, I am sorry to say. 
The Commissioners of National Education 
having objected to the new plans prepared 
by the Board of Works at the instance of 
the Treasury, the Commissioners have 
now been asked to submit for the con- 
sideration of the Irish Government and 
the Treasury their own suggestions for 
plans for schools to be built in future 
years.” 


Mr. BOLAND: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that this matter has 
now been going on for four years. 


Mr. McKENNA: Yes, and we are 
now awaiting the plans of the National 
Board. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Whose 
fault is it there has been so much delay ! 


Mr. McKENNA : 
and I dare say the 3 
theirs. 


I have my views 
National Board have 


Mr. FLAVIN: Why not express 





efforts to secure the election of a new 
Drainage Board having proved unsuccess- 
ful, the Board of Wo orks in February, 
1905, brought the matter before the 
Local Gov ernment Board with a view to 


them ? 


Drumlish Letter Deliveries. 


| Me oP. BARREL I beg to 
ask the Postmaster-General whether he 
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is aware that in connection with the} Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: [ fearI can 
extension of a midday post to Drumlish | give no promise. 
the rural carrier merely delivers the 
bag and returns immediately, ‘giving| Mp. JAMES O'CONNOR: Then will 
no time for reply to letters received by | + 44 over to October 3 
the English mail being answered the same | = ° 
day ; and whether with a view to giving 4 
the full benefit of the improved serviceto| Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : Oh, no; as 
the people, an arrangement will be made | soon as I hear I will communicate with 
by which the carrier will remain for two | the hon. Member. 
hours in the village so as to enable replies 
to be written and forwarded to letters Irish Trade Statistics. 
received by this delivery. 
‘ y | Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Presi- 
Tur POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. | dent of the Board of Trade, in view of the 
SypNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop-| importance to Irish industries of accurate 
lar): It is the fact that the postman who | statistics of exports and imports from 
takes the midday letters to Drumlish does and into the ports of Dublin, Cork, 
not wait at that place to allow an interval | Belfast, Waterford, Limerick, Sligo, and 
for reply, and arrangements could not be | other Irish ports, whether the Customs 
made for affording such an interval except | authorities will be instructed to furnish 
at increased expense. As the hon.| weekly Returns of the imports and exports 
Member is aware, the cost of the midday | of the sea-borne trattic, both foreign and 
service to Drumlish lately granted, was | coasting, on the lines of the Returns 
itself not in strictness warranted, and [| given for the trade of Cork up to the 
regret that I should not be justified in| years 1878 or 1879, 
incurring further expenditure on the post. | 





THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 

> > BRARRELL: Is - a ; ° 
; =~ = peo ok . the -_ or TRADE (Mr. Lioyp Grorcr, Car- 
non. ee man meres lat the increasec narvon Boroughs) : Bills of Entry on the 
expense would only be 5d. per day. Does | jines of the former Cork Returns are 
he know that since the service was) already compiled and published with 
established there has been a considerable respect to Elsblin. 1 tedesstand thee 
increase of correspondence 1 the Customs authorities would be pre- 
. ney eerie. pare pared to compile similar Bills of Entry 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: If as is) fo, any of the other ports named, pro- 
vided that a sufficient number of sub- 
scribers desired to obtain the information. 
I should add, however, that Returns of 
this nature would be of litt!o use fer 


sac = | statistical purposes except as regards coal 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, | grain, or dutiable pa a that there is 
W.): I beg to ask the Postmaster-General | no power to require full and accurate 
if he has concluded his inquiry as to} statistics of goods carried between 
whether Dr. Bolster is a fit and proper  [yeland and Great Britain. 
person to be appointed medical officer o 
the Tinahely post office; whether he has | aa 
applied to die pancdiats of the Shillelagh Mr. FLYNN : Could not the Custom 
union for information as to their ex- House authorities make arrangements 
perience of Dr. Bolster as dispensary | with the steamship oo the various 
doctor ; and, if so, what conclusion has he | Ports by which accurate Returns may be 
acme to, | obtained as was done in Cork up toa 
| very recent date ? 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I have. 
not yet been able to complete the inquiry| Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I should like 
referred to. | that Question to be addressed to the 
| Treasury, as the Customs are not under 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Will a | the control of the Board of Trade. I 
decision be come to before the adjourn-| am informed that legislation would be 
ment of the House ? | necessary. 


stated there has been a large increase in | 
consequence of the improved facilities I | 
will reconsider the matter. 


Tinehaly Post Office Medical Officer. 








Business 


Welsh Disestablishment. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask the Prime Minister whether 
the promise that the Government will 
introduce a measure to emancipate the 
Church in Wales from State control in 
the course of the third session of this 
Parliament is conditional on the Report 
of the Royal Commission being received 
in time ; and, if so, can he represent to 
the chairman of the Commission the 
desirability of issuing the Report before 
the close of next vear. 


L055 


THe PRIME MINISTER 
FIRST LORD or tHe TREASURY 
(Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling 
3urghs): I am not aware of any such 
promise as my hon. friend alludes to in 
his Question, and it is not necessary or 
advisable to make any representation on 
the subject to the chairman of the Royal 
Commission. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: Then do I 
understand that the President of the 
Board of Trade had not the authority of 
his colleagues in the speech he made 4 


AND | 
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Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 


I am not aware of any such speech. 


High"Sheriffs. 

Mr. ELLIS DAVIES (Carnarvonshire, 
Eifion) : I beg to ask the Prime Minister 
by whom or on whose nomination names 
are placed on the list from which the high 
sheriffs are pricked ; whether the right to 


suggest hames or to nominate is given by | 
of the | 


statute ; and whether, in view 
duties attaching to the office of high 
sheriff, he will consider the desirability 
of vesting the right of nomination either 
in Members of Parliament or, if not, then 
in the county or borough councils. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Names are placed on the list, from which 
the high sheriffs are pricked, by certain 
great officers and others of the Privy 
Council sitting together with the Judges 
of the High Court of Justice, in accord- 
ance with Section 6 (1) of the Sheriffs 
Act, 1887. By ancient custom sheriffs 
hand to the senior Judges at the summer 
assize each year a list of gentlemen 
eligible and the Judges present give in 
the name or names necessary to complete 
the number of three for each county to be 


placed on the roll for His Majesty io prick. 
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The Government does not propose to 
recommend legislation on the subject, 


of the House. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSF., 

Mr. A.J. BALFOUR (City of London) 
asked as to the business for Saturday and 
the arrangement of the Irish Supply on 
Thursday. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said the first Order at Saturday's sitting 
would be the Second Reading of the 
National Galleries (Scotland) Bill, to be 
followed by the Bill to amend the Crofters 
Act and the Fatal Accidents (Scotland) 
Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


things 4 


Those three 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
All purely Caledonian. In regard to 
Irish Supply, for Thursday, he did not 
think he conld do better than follow, 
perhaps, the most illustrious example ofa 
judgment, and divide the subject of con- 
troversy between the two Parties. He 
should propose to put down the Irish 
Local Government Board Vote first, and 
let that continue till the dinner hour, and 
then proceed to the Chief Secretary’s 
Vote. That, he thought, would meet a 
not unreasonable wish of hon. Gentlemen 
Opposite. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: And some 
Member of the Government will make 
the necessary Motion to enable this 
arrangement to be carried out 4 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Yes, the transition will take place. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Wateriord) 
said the arrangement with regard to the 
Irish Estimates had not been made 
with the concurrence of his colleagues 
and himself. ‘They had protested and 


still protested against any arrange 
ment which would seem to establish 
or justify the claim put forward 


on behalf of a small minority of the 
Irish Members to decide what Supply 
should be taken on the allotted days for 
Ireland. They resented very much the 
arrangement whereby they were pre- 
cluded from raising some most urgent 
questions connected with education in 
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Ireland. They had no objection to 
discussing the Chief Secretary’s salary— 
indeed, they welcomed the opportunity — 
but they desired to safeguard themse!ves 
against the establishment of a precedent 
contrary to what had been the invariable 
practice for many years. 


CoLtonEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) said that acting on the suggestion of 
the Prime Minister, he and his friends 
did approach the hon. Member for 
Waterford, who refused to have any 
dealings with them. Perhaps the House 
would now understand their objection to 
a Home Rule Parliament. 


Mr. WEIR said the National Galleries 
(Scotland) Bill was a very contentious 
measure, and he suggested that it should 
be made third Order instead of first Order 
for Saturday. 


Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said the Bill was a very small one and he 
did not think it need occupy very much 
time. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: At 
what hour will the House sit on Satur- 
day ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Noon. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 
what is the business for Friday ? 


And 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Navy Estimates, to be followed by the 
Trades Disputes Bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM 


Caledonian business ? 


REDMOND: No 


‘ Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
0, 


TOWN TENANTS (IRELAND) BILL. 

Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade, etc., with Amendments, 
and with an Amended Title. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
he printed. [No. 281.] 


Minutes of the proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 281.] 


VOL. CLXI. [FourtH Sertr 3.] 
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Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be taken into considera- 
tion upon Friday, and to be printed, 
[Bill 323.] 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL. 


As amended, further considered. 


Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Blackpool) 
moved to eliminate sub-section (2) of 
Clanse 2. He said he did so in order to 
get an explanation of the Government’s 
meaning, While the Bill was in Com- 
mittee a new clause, viz., Clause 22, was 
added which provided that the owners of 
a transferred voluntary school should give 
to local education authorities the right to 
use on not more than three days in the 
week any room in their schoolhouse out of 
school hours for any educational purpose, 
if in the opinion of the authority or, in 
case of dispute, in the opinion of the 
Board of Education, there was no suit- 
able accommodation for the purpose in 
schoolhouses belonging to the authority. 
In view of the provisions contained in 
this clause he felt justified in moving to 
leave out sub-section (2) of Clause 2. 
There was no hint that the spirit of the 
trust should not be broken, though of 
course he knew, and he thou ght the House 
knew, that the vast majority of the trustees 
and owners were anxious to carry out 
these trusts as far as was possible in con- 
formity with the spirit of the law. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Minister for 
Education had put down three Amend- 
ments to the sub-section which, if carried, 
would make it read to the effect that 
owners should have power tousejthe school- 
house or permit it to be used either in con- 
sideration of a payment or free of charge 
for any purpose of public or social utility. 
As he understood it a schoolhouse might 
be used for such purposes as_ political 
meetings or lectures and matters of that 
kind. He did not wish to quarrel with 
such a provision as that, but he would 
go further and take the right hon. 
Gentleman's third Amendment. If that 
were carried the section would read :— 

“Subject nevertheless to any statutory 
provisions under which the use of the school- 
house or any room therein may be required 
for public or educational purposes.” 

What he would lke to know was 
what was meant by “ educational pur- 
poses?” He presumed that it re- 
‘ferred to the rew Clause 22. He 
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1059 Education (England 


asked whether the use of the schools upon | 
those three days by the local education 
authority would be paid for by that | 
authority, and whether the right hon. | 
Gentleman's Amendment referred to) 
Clause 22 ! | 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 2, line &, to leave out sub section 
(2) of Clause 2.°.—(Mar. Asidey.) 


Question proposed, “That the words | 
proposed to be left out, to the word ‘ for,’ | 
in line 13, stand part of the Bill.” 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD oF | 
EDUCATION (Mr. Brrree, Bristol, | 
N.) said that the whole idea of the 
Government was to assist the owners of | 
school premises. There was at present | 
grave doubt whether trustees could let 
their premises for money unless authorised | 
by their trust. He had heard that | 
owners and trustees were very willing to | 
let their schools be used for purposes of | 
educational value, and to relieve the | 
tedium vitae of the villages. The latter | 
part of the clause was put in entirely 
with the object of relieving owners and | 
trustees from certain legal restrictions | 
which prevented them from using or | 
permitting the use of their premises for | 
the purposes mentioned on receipt of | 
payment. It was not proposed that the | 
premises should be used for vulgar 
purposes, but for purposes which came | 
within the purview of public and social | 
utility. The word “educational” had | 
been put in in consequence of the new | 
Clause 22. Everyone would admit that | 
it would be a great misfortune if the | 
arrangement made under the Act of 1902 
was not carried on, and evening continua- 
tion classes, etc., were to be suspended | 
because of the new Bill. Consequently 
this had been made the subject matter 
of fresh arrangement. The Amendments 
were brought forward in order to 
secure the validity of Clause 22 which | 
gave local authorities the right to} 
use any room in the school-house on three | 
days in the week. The question of | 
monetary terms were to be settled, in | 
case of dispute, by the Board of Educa- | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


tion. 


Sir’) WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University) suggested that the Amend- | 
ment of the hon. Member might be with- | 

Mr. Ashley, 
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drawn, and the matter left until they 
came to Clause 22. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BIRRELL formally moved, “In 
Clause 2, page 2, line 13, after the word 
to insert the words ‘or 
permit it to be used either in considera- 
tion of a payment or free of charge.’” 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 13, after the word ‘ school- 
house.’ to insert the words ‘ or permit it to be 
used either in consideration of a payment or 
free of charge. °—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question, “ That those words be there 
inserted, put, and agreed to, 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. BIRRELL moved to insert after 


the word “purposes” the words “of 
public or social utility.” 

Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 13, after the word 


‘purposes,’ to insert the words ‘of public or 


social utility.’ °—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question, “That those words be there 
inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, £.) 
thought the words just inserted were 
unduly wide in their scope. He had 
no wish to repeat the discussions in 
Committee, but he would suggest that 
some such words as “not incongruous 
with the trusts upon which the school- 
house is held,’ should be added. 
Trustees were not, he knew, the kind of 
people to disregard their trusts if they 
could help it, but the clause might be 
used as a lever. It would be a serious 
step to allow trustees the ability to break 
the remnant of these trusts and use the 
school-house for other purposes which 
might not be in accordance with the 
spirit of the trust. The real object, he 
took it, was not to open the door toa 
wholesale disregard of trusts, but rather 
to create a machinery for the carrying 
out of those trusts to the best advantage. 
He would formally move those words. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 13, after the words last 
inserted, to insert the words ‘ not incongruous 
with the trusts on whieh the schoolhouse ts 
held.’ ”—(Lord R. Cecil.) 














ee a in eee pe eee pe 


— =— F 


us 
Ls 














1061 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
he there inserted in the Bill.” 


Education (England 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) 


desired to enforce what had fallen from | 


the noble Lord. There was really no 
ditference of policy in this matter between 
his noble friend and the Government. 
They were all agreed that the trust should 
be broken as little as possible, and they 
wanted to prevent the letter of the trust 
intervening between the use of the 
schoolhouse for certain social purposes. 
A schoolhouse often lay derelict for 
many hours during which it might per- 
fectly well be used for purposes of public or 
social utility. What they really wanted 
to do was to take care that after the 
purposes of the trust had been fulfilled 
the schoolhouse should be available for 
the remainder of the twenty-four hours 
for other purposes which would in no way 
contravene the letter of the trust. They 
did not want in any way to interfere 
with the intentions of the 
but if the purposes of the trust 
had been fulfilled in the school, the 
remaining hours might be utilised for 
other purposes not inconsistent with the 
trust or detrimental to its operation. He 
thought the Government would sympa- 
thise with the view the noble Lord had 
put before the House, and he could not 
help thinking that if the Government 
would accept the addition proposed it 
would carry out their object with greater 
regard for the trusts than the Bill at 
present proposed. Hon. Members on 
both sides of the House were not divided 
in their views upon the matter, or if there 
was any division of opinion it was only as 
to the method by which these views 
should be put into effect. 


Mr. BIRRELL said he was a little 
frightened at the possible effect of the 
noble Lord’s words, although he agreed 
with the object he had in view. He 
thought the words proposed by the noble 
Lord, however, were not necessary. He 
was once a lawyer, and the words “not 
incongruous with the trusts” suggested 
to his mind the possibility of some hedge 


lawyer raising a troublesome point which | 


he did not honestly believe would ever be 
raised in respect of the use of these schools 
out of school hours. A cantankerous 
person —and he supposed he should get 
into trouble for suggesting that there 
were such—who had been offended by 
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something said in a lecture, might raise 
Though he 
entirely agreed with the noble Lord and 
would willingly accept these words, for 
his own part, he was bound to say that 
they frightened him. Having regard to 
the common sense which did dominate 
this country, outside -the House of 
Commons at any rate, he thought the 
Amendment might be dispensed with. 


Lorp R. CECIL asked leave to with- 
draw the Amendment in view of the 
sympathy expressed by the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) 
said these schoolhouses were very often 


used in the evenings for entertainments, 


and on Sundays and other days for 
religious services. A cantankerous rate- 
payer might conceivably object to these 
cases, and he thought words ought to be 
inserted into the Bill which would pre- 
vent the limiting of the use of the room 
in a way in which both he and the right 
hon. Gentleman would deplore. 


Mr. BIRRELL did not think that the 
words would limit the user of the school, 
and he was quite sure that they would 
not prohibit the proper use by owners of 
their own premises. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. BIRRELL moved to insert the 
words ‘or educational” after the word 
“ public,” in the subsection which provides 
that the use of the schoolhouse out of 
school hours shall be subject “to any 
statutory provisions under which the use 
of the schoolhouse or any room therein 
may be required for public purposes.” 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


* Jn page 2, line 16, aiter the word ‘ public, 
to insert the words ‘or educational.’ "—(Mr. 
Birrell.) 


(Juestion, “ That these words be there 
inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


*Mr. HAROLD COX (Preston) moved 
an Amendment, framed on the terms of 
Subsection (4) of Clause 4, to provide that 
where an agreement for transfer was 
refused by the local authority or by the 
owners, there should be an appeal to the 

2N2 
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Board of Education to continue the school 
as a State-aided school, the appeal to be 
granted if inquiry satisfied the Board of 
Education that there was in the neigh- 
bourhood another school where Cowper- 
Temple teaching was given; that the 
schoolhouse was structurally suitable : 
and that the owners were in a position 
to carry on the school as an efficient 
elementary school with the aid of a 
Parliamentary grant. He said that the 
proposal was to restore the conditions 
existing prior to 1902 for those schools 
which wished to avail themselves of them. 
That proposal could not inflict any 
grievance on the Nonconformists, nor 
could it lead to inefficiency, for the grant 
would be payable only on the ground 
of efticiency. It would secure full 
public control, through the Board of 
Education and the House, for the 
taxpayers’ money only would be spent on 
these schools. He wished to transfer this 
provision from Clause 4 to Clause 2, 
because in the former clause it was 
subject to safeguards introduced for quite 
a different purpose. The financial test 
which he proposed on the claim of a 
school to become a State-aided school was 
in itself enough without any numerical 
test of the parents desiring the change. 
If the managers were willing to run the 
risk of dispensing with rate aid, and 
could prove that their school was efficient, 
there was no reason why they should te 
thwarted. After all, these schools were 
the private property of the denominations. 
Were not people to he allowed to use the 
school they had built with their own 
money unless they first went through 
some conjuring trick with a ballot-box ! 
The taxpayers money, like the ratepayers , 
came not exclusively from Ncncconformist 
pockets. Catholics, heretics, and Jews 
all paid rates and taxes; end if their 
money were taken for other peoples 
schcols they had a right to demand back 
cther people's money for their own 
schools. He could not see ary answer to 
that simple proj osition of financial justice. 
Ee believed that the majority of the 
Liberal Party regarded religious equality 
as one of its great principles, and he 


believed that was also the view 
of many Nonconformists. He was 
convinced that the Nonconformists 


wished to play fair with their opponents, 
and he believed that many of them were 
beginning to realise that they ran the 
Mr. Harold Cor. 
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same danger as the Church Party ran 
and incurred in 1902. The Act of 1902 
was dictated by the Church Party and 
they saw the results in this Bill. Were 
they quite sure that the present action 
of the Nonconformists would not have 
the same result five or six years hence? 
By common consent the Nonconformists 
were suffering a grievance in the single 
school districts, but this Amendment 
did not touch those districts. It was 
specially limited to districts] where there 
was a Cowper-Temple school available 
in the neighbourhood. He admitted 
that in single school districts there 
must be an average type of school 
to suit the average type of mind. But 
when they had an opportunity of variety 
why should they not be allowed to have 
variety? Why should not the Jews 
and the Roman Catholics have the type 
of school they desired if they were ready 
to put down the money for it? Lan- 
cashire, which led the van in industrial 
enterprise, was also the county which 
had the greatest number of voluntary 
schools, which showed that the people 
of that county, at least, favoured variety. 
The right hon. Gentleman had char- 
terised a recent speech offhis as a voice 
from the grave. He did not quite un- 
derstand the grave which the right hon. 
Gentleman had in his mind. If his 
right hon. friend meant that he 
was expressing the stock views of the 
Liberal Party of thirty years ago, then 
he said that that grave contained many 
of the noblest men of our race, and; he 
would be proud, indeed, if any words 
of his appeared merely as a faint echo 
of their utterances. He was inclined 
to think, however, that the phrase had 
a more perscnal meaning. His tight 
hon. friend, hke himself, was brought 
up in a school that taught that the 
Liberal Party stood for religious 
equality and for equal justice between 
man and man; and he wondered whether 
his right hon. friend in using that phrase 
meant only to express his regret at the 
contrast between those youthful ideals 
and present realities. 


Mr. HART-DAVIES (Hackney, N.} 
in seconding the Amendment said he 
could not see eny reason why it should 
not be accepted. He was in the Educa- 
tion Department for many years, and 
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had had to run a good many grant aided- 
schools. It had been said that if the 
Amendment were carried the schools 
would be bad again and the children would 
suffer as they did in the old days. But 
if the managers took an interest in the 
schools and the inspectors did their 
duty the schools would be carried on 
perfectly efficiently under the proposal. 
The safeguard was that if they were not 
earried on efficiently they would cease 
to exist, as the Parliamentary grants 
would be withheld. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 2), at the end, to insert 
the words, ‘If the local education authority 
refuse to agree to any arrangement offered 
to them as respects the use of a school- 
house by the owners thereof, or if the 
owners of a schoolhouse refus2 to agree to 
any arrangement as respects the use of the 
schoolhouse offered to them by the local 
education authority, the owners of the school- 
house may appeal to the Board of Education 
to continue the school as a State-awided school, 
and the Board shall grant the appeal provided 
that—(#) there is in the neighbourhool anoth sr 


school where religious teaching in accordance: 
with Section 14 of the Education Act of 187) ) 


is given; (4) that the schoolhouse is structur- 

ally suitable for a school ; (¢) that the owaers 
of the schoolhouse are, in the opinion of the 

Board, in a position to carry on the school as 
an etficient elem2ntary school with the aid of 
a Parliamentary grant as hereinafter de ined. 
The Board siall teom time to time examine 
every such State-aided sshool in order to 
ascertain whether the buildings are maintained 
ina sanitary an otherwise suitable condition 
and whether elementary secular education is 
being effisiently ziven. If these conditions are 
found to be satistiel the Board shall, notwith- 

standing anything in this Act, pay to that 
school, althou: sh it is not a sc hool provided by 
the local education authority, the Parliamen- 
tary grants which would be payable in respect 


{24 JuLY 1906} 


of the school or the scholars in the school if it ‘ 


was a school so provided, ”—-(Mr. Hurold Cox.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, 
said that if this Amendment 


were 


accepted it would let any denominational | 


school stand outside the Act and go back 
to the position which it o:c1pied before 
1902: He thought the hon. Member 
for Preston was not entitled to taunt 
him for championing the teachers, be- 
cause, after all, it was not an ignoble 
championship on his part. He  ad- 
mitted the teachers were created for the 
children and not the children for the’ 
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teachers. He also thought the taunt 
of the hon. Gentleman with regard to 
religious liberty and the Liberal Party 
was an unworthy taunt. The mover of 
the Amendment appeared to have for- 
gotten that if his proposal were accepted 
the schools would have to live on their 
present grants. On the Report Stage 
of the Bill it was impossible to propose 
an increase of the Government grant. 
He would give figures to show how 
absurd the proposal was. The pro- 
posal had evidently been made in the 
interests of Catholic schools: there- 
fore he would take the figures of the 
Jatholic schools in three districts. In 
Manchester the children at such schools 
cost £4 4s. each, and of that only £1 19s. 


74d. came from the Government 
grant. Was it conceivable that the poor 
Roman Catholics of Manchester could 


raise voluntarily the sum of £2 4s. 44d. 
per child which, with the Government 
grant, would be the sum _ necessary 
to maintain these schools at their presen? 
level of efficiency ? Similarly in South 
ampton each child cost £46s. Ld. and only 
£1 19s. 9d. was contributed by the Govern- 
meat, and in Bristol each child cost 
£5 12s. ld., of which only £2 0s. 64d. came 
from the grant. The House would thus see 
how mush the suvporters of these schools 
woull have to raise from voluntary 
contributions. it would be absolutely 
impossible for the people interested t» 
maintain their schools efficiently with 
the present Goverament grants. The 
proposal was perfestly preposterous, anl 
its sole effect would be the shutting of 
the schools. 


*Sir HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow an 
Aberdeen Universities) said that when the 
Bill was in Committee he moved acontract- 
ing out power under Clause 1. That was 
a much larger and more liberal pro- 
posal than this and he remembered that 
for doing so he incurred the very severe 
censure of the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell. He regretted to incur that 
censure, but he felt sure that the hon. 
Member knew enougi of his work and 
of his aims 11 connection with education 
to believe that in moving his Amend- 
ment he certainly did not intend to 
starve the voluntary schools. He 
| shared strongly the hon. Member's sym- 
pathies with regard to the teachers, and 
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if he thought that contracting out was 
likely in any way to injure the teaching 
profession it would not receive any sup- 
port from him. He should support the 
Motion before the House not because 
he thought it liberal enough. nor because 
he accepted all its details, but because the 
principle which it embodied commanded 
his assent. His own Amendment was 
negatived, but it was somewhat strange 
that since the debate the Government 
had been forced to admit the principle 
of contracting out, and it could no longer 
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be said that there would only be one | 
type of school under the Bill. The| 
Government had climbed down from | 


that position, and had admitted State- 
aided schools. Therefore the right hon. 
Gentleman could not with consistency 
adopt the same attitude as he did with 
regard to the original Amendment which 
he moved upon a_ previous occasion. 


The Government had now admitted 
contracting out under Clause 4, and 


why then should they refuse it under 
Clauses 2 and 3% One of the very central 
principles in the Act of 1870 and in the 
Act of 1872 in Scotland, and in every 
subsequent statute dealing with educa- 
tion, had been that the Education Depart- 
ment was to pay grants irrespective of 
whether the schools were supported by 
the rate-collecting authority or not. 
Now they were entirely reversing that 
order of things. and they were closing 
the door of the State to a type of schools 
which might not commend themselves to 
this or that local authority. but which, 
nevertheless, might be doing the work 
which the State demanded, and therefore 
had the right to receive the assistance 


which had hitherto been given by 
the State all round and without re- 
gard of persons. What would be the 


result of the rejection of the Amend- 
ment? Did the Government imagine 
that thev were going to close the doors 
of all schools except those that were 
carried on under the local authorities / 
Was that the wisa of tnis House ? Were 
they going to follow the example of France 
and attempt to close the door of every 
voluntary and private school? If not, 
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was it not the wisest course to keep the 

hold of those schools which thev now | 

possessed by the public inspection of | 

the Board of Education? Were they 

not running the risk of driving a great | 
Sir Henry Craik, 
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manv schools out of the national system, 
thus exempting them from public in- 
spection and the benefit of the light and 
the efficiency that public inspection gave ? 
Surelv they were not anxious to follow 
the example of some other countries, 
What had happened under the American 
system ¢ In America 1,500,000 children 
were driven out of the public schools, 
and were now being educated in the 
parochial schools, with no assistance from 
public grants or the local rates. Did 
hon Members opposite imagine that the 
feeling in England to preserve the volun- 
tary schools was not as strong as it was 
in America if they were driven to ex- 
tremities ? Those who favoured this 
Amendment were anxious to keep up 
the independent and religions character 
of education, and by forcing these 
schools to come under the local author- 
ity they ran the danger of cutting 
them adrift altcgether from the national 
system of education. Were they wise in 
driving them to adopt that course, 
the result of which would be that the 
national system of education would be 
narrowed as an inevitable consequence 4 
It was the same in some of our Colonies. 
Nothing struck him more in South Africa 
than the serious fact that a verv large and 
important part of the education there 
was going into the hands of the Roman 
Catholics. These Roman Catholic schools 


had no assistance from the local rates 
or public grants. and although they 


considered that they had been unjustly 
treated in being refused all assist- 
ance from the public taxes it made no 
difference to them in carrying on their 
schools. He ventured to prophesy that 
that example would be followed out in 
this country. They would run sericus 
risk of failing to keep up their national 
system if they attempted to force all 
the schools into one mould and to place 
them under cne authority. For those 
reasons he should support the Amend- 
ment moved by the hon. Member for 
Preston. 


Mr. BIRRELLE saia t= was sure his 
hon. friend the Member for Freston 
would not be surprised when he told 
him that he could not accept the Amend- 
ment. The State-aided schools had come 
into existence as a by-product, which he 
regretted, of the Bill. They,. sprang 
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entirely from denominations and from 
denominational desires. They had no 
other source, no other object. Seeking, 
as the Government did, to protect denomi- 
national interests under certain very 
stringent conditions, they felt it might 
be that after they had been so set up| 
they might find it impossible to get the 
extended facilities continued from the 
local authority, and that, therefore, 
it was necessarv to allow them the loop- 
hole and refuge of this system of State-aid. 
cutting them off altogether from rate-aid. 
It was a melancholy necessity, and he 
hoped it would be found, owing to the 
good sense and liberality of the local 
authorities, that it would very seldom 
happen. The hon. Gentleman opposite 
who represented some Scottish Univer- 
sities anticipated with great confidence 
a breakdown of Clause 4 altogether. He 
did not agree with the hon. Gentleman, 
for he did not believe that there would be 
a great number of schools which would 
resolutely stand outside the system 
which was sought to beimposed upon them 
by the Bill. He was perfectly certain that 
it was possible to discover for this country 
a system of national education which 
would secure both rate-aid and State aid 
for all its schools with, possibly, the 
exception of the Roman Catholics, the 
Jews, and a certain section of the Estab- 
lished Church. It was all very well 
saying that inspection would keep up 
schools; it was impossible. The in- 
spectors of the Board of Education 
undoubtedly had two standards, although 
he did not suppose anyone authorised 
it. But they knew, as a matter of fact, 
that the inspectors did not press as 
heavily on the voluntary schools as they 
did on the board schools, because they 
knew that the latter, if pressure were 
put on them, could effect the necessary 
alterations, while the former might have 
to close their However much 
they might put the screw on their in- 
spectors, he was perfectly persuaded that 
they would not put the same pressure 
upon the school that received State aid 
only as they would on the school that 
received both State and rate aid. He 
was, therefore. compelled to come to the 
conclusion that schools of this description 
would not be so good structurally, and 
would not be so efficiently staffed. He 
could not regard without dismay anything 


1 
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approaching a general adoption in this 
country, as an alternative to our State 
and rate-aided schools, a kind of school 
which must be inferior, and his hon. 
friend would not, he suspected, be much 
surprised that he could not accept the 
Amendment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
not discuss the difference between the new 
and the old Liberalism, though he dared 
say they would hear more of it before 
this Parliament came to an end. He 
thought the argument of the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell only amounted 
to this—that the Amendment was directed 
to the assistance of Roman Catholics and 
that no Roman Catholic schools would 
be rich enough to take advantage of it. 
If that were so they might leave that 
argument on one side because a loophole 
would be given of which no advantage 
could be taken. That was not a very 
formidable argument against the Amend- 
ment. He did not at all deny that there 
was force in the objection advanced by 
the Government, that by creating a 
category of State-aided schools they 
would create schools which were not up 
to the general level of efficiency in the 
country. But why, then, had they got 
these schools under Clause 4? How was 
it, if the Government held this view so 
strongly, that they would not accept this 
Amendment, that they had been forced 
to introduc? into Claus2 4 an exceptional 
class of schools? Why had the Govern- 
ment so derogated from its own ideas of 
education ? The reason was plain, and 
lay on the surface of the Bill. If they 
abandoned, as they did in this Bill, the 
variety left in our schools by the Act of 
1902, they were forced to go back, at 
least in part, to the variety left by the 
scheme of 1870. They were derogating 
from the level of educational efficiency 
established by the Act of 1902. They 
would no doubt give play to denomina- 
tional requirements, but they would do 
so at the cost of education. He wondered 
whether it occured to the right hon. 
Gentleman that since under Clause + he 
had accepted the class of school which he 
now denounced he was really condemning 
the whole measure. If the Government 
adhered to the scheme of the Bill that 
inevitably carried with it the acceptance 
of some such Amendment as this. He 
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regretted the necessity. Throughout } 


these discussions his colleagues and he 


had been denounced as having been | 


animated by mere sectarian desire to 
benefit schools belonging to one or at 
most two denominations ; but those who 


had studied the history of the Act of 1902 


would do them a fuller measure of justice. | 


That Act was fundamentally an Act for 
the improvement of education. They 
had to deal, of course, with the denomina- 
tional question, but their object was to 
raise the level of education in every school 
in the country, denominational or un- 
denominational. That Act did permit 
denominational schools to continue, and 
also raised the level of all schools through- 
out the country. Now, because the 
Government were determined that the 
denominationalists should not have fair 
play, they were driven to destroy the full 
educational merit of the Act of 1902. 
They had laid down the irrational and 
unjustifiable principle that no rate aid 
should be given to a school in which de- 
nominational teaching was given. And 
it was only in certain arbitrarily selected 
parts of the country that the denomina- 
tional demand was to be considered 
worthy of attention. Why was it to be 
only in areas of 5,000 population ? The 
right hon. Gentleman himself admitted 
that no solution of this question could be 
satisfactory which did not meet the needs 
at all events of Roman Catholics and a 
portion of the Anglican Church. Were 
those needs confined to districts of 5,000 
inhabitants ? Were they not co-exten- 


sive with the whole area of the country ? | 


Therefore the Government were bound to 
give the same outlet to these legitimate 
denominational wishes everywhere as 
was given to them in certain restricted 
areas under Clause 4. He agreed with 
his hon. friend that no systemof education 
was satisfactory which did not admit 
of variety. Under the Act of 1902 
there was great variety. He hoped 
that even now local education authorities 
would more and more feel that one 
type of school was not suited to every 
district, and that there would be the 
different types of school essential under 
any satisfactory system. But the Govern- 
ment had abandoned that system ; and 
Nemesis had overtaken them in the 
Amendment now before the House. A 
peaceful settlement of the question was to 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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‘matter, and if the hon. 
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be found in the direction of accepting the 
Amendment rather than of rejecting it. 
He agreed that it was a choice between 
two evil things. He had not disguised 
from the House how he regarded the 
Member for 
Preston went to a division, he would 
support him. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford,N.) 
said he would vote for the Amend- 
ment, although he did not go so far as 
the hon. Gentleman who moved it. He 
and his friends approved of the Amend- 
ment in the main, believing that it 
would be for the benefit of those schools 
which were excluded under the 5,000 
limit. As far as they could gather, in 
view of the peculiar nature of the whole 


situation at the present time, this 
Amendment was consistent with the 
maintenance of those schools, and, 


therefore, he and the hon. Members with 
whom he was associated were in favour 
of it. They objected to the principle 
of contracting-out. They thought that 
it would be infinitely better if the 
Roman Catholic schools could remain 
within the provisions of the enactment, 
but at the same time they believed that 
the Amendment would do something 
to meet the case of a large number of 
schools which would be affected by 
the 5,000 limit. There were some who 
thought these schools in future would 
not receive the amount of Parliamentary 
grant which they were receiving at the 
present time. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Why not ? 


Stir THOMAS ESMONDE said that 
remained to be seen. On that question 
he preferred the argument of the right 
hon. Gentleman in charge of the Bill. 
He believed they would not get more 
than half the grant they were getting 
at the present time. It was a choice 
between two evils, and on the whole he 
would rather support the Amendment. 


Sik GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
said the word “concession” had been 
used in many of the debates. When the 
Government had found themselves in 
difficulties which they had brought upon 
themselves by going back on the prin- 
ciples laid down in the Act of 1902— 
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principles which were accepted by every 
expert educationist in this country— 
they said “Give the Opposition this 
concession.” Those with whom he acted 
entirely repudiated that there was 
concession in anything that had been 
granted by the Minister for Education for 
the relief of the difficulties in which he 
had found himself. They had asked for 
justice and not for concessions. The 
Minister for Education had given the 
Opposition supporters of the voluntary 
schools what he called a concession in the 
principle of contracting out. Person- 
ally, he was entirely opposed to con- 
tracting out. He believed that a great 
many of his hon. friends accepted 
contracting out simply because it was 
the last resort. It was all they could 
get. He agreed with the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell that the Act of 
1902 was at least sound and good in this 
respect, that it co-ordinated to a consider- 
able extent our system of education, and 
that by putting schools on the rates, lift- 
ing the voluntary schools into a better 
state financially, and giving the constant 
inspection which was applied to the 
schools, it ensured a better educational 
system to this country. Though the 
Act of 1902 was attacked by hon. Ger-tle- 
men opposite with respect to its  reli- 
vious side, he believed that most of 
them were in agreement with it on its 
educational side. Being opposed to 
denominational education, they brought 
in this Bill which was not an education 
3ull, and then they attacked the religious 
side of the education carried on in the 
schools. This Bill was absolutely re- 
tionary in its character. It had a 
retrograde tendency in that it was a 
return to the ante-1902 system. He 
ventured to say that the only real 
disability attaching to Nonconformists 
under the 1902 Act was in connection 
with the single school areas. In spite 
of all that had been said of that dis- 
ability he estimated that not more than 
one per cent. of Nonconformists had 
suffered rea! disability or injury in the 
single school areas. This Bill would be 
admitted to be reactionary, though it 
might be, so far as the right hon. Gentle- 
man was concerned, an advance in the 
relation of religious teaching to the educa- 
tion of the country. He would support 
‘the’Amendment, not because he liked it, 
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but in the same sense as he sup- 
ported the contracting out clause. 
They were placed in such a position 
by the disabilities attached to this 
Bill that they must take what 
they could get, but they would not 
accept alterations as concessions. The 
contracting-out clause struck a blow 
at the educational system of the country. 
There might come a day when they 
would be able to reverse what the right 
hon. Gentleman had done. It would be 
done, as was done in 1902, as part of 
the system of education, and not as 
part of a scheme of devitalisation of the 
religious education of the children. 
When the time came, and it might 
come sooner than the right hon. 
Gentleman and nis colleagues thought, 
the Opposition would restore again 
to this country the step forward which 
was made by the Bill of 1902, adding 
to the efficiency and co-ordination of 
education. 


*Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire,N.) 

said that one great difficulty they 
had on the Ministerial le of the 
House who wished to speak in favour 
of removing certain hardships and re- 
strictions which seemed to be imposed 
on the denominationalists, was that the 
concessions which had been offered by 
the Government to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite had been received in such a 
way that, in his opimion, the Govern- 
ment would be justified in making no 
more of them. Personally, he felt that 
the Bill had been drawn on the lines 
of compromise, and therefore he was 
inclined to welcome the Amendment 
of his hon. friend as tending to do away 
with certain hard cases which would 
not tend to the smooth working of the 
Bill and might even be regarded by some 
as the single school area grievance 
was in the 1902 Act. 


sit 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland Division) said he really felt 
that in speaking at this stage of the 
Bill they were beating the air. Their 
chance of amending the Bill was not 
very bright. They must wait for another 
opportunity which he need not exactly 
specify, because everybody knew exactly 
what he meant. He thought that the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
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Preston—to whose abilities he paid 
tribute, and who, he hoped, would attain 
to higher position—was an admirable 
one, and he thought the hon. Gentle- 
man was right in pressing his Amendment. 
At the same time, while saying that it 
was an Amendment which he approved 
of, that was not because he believed 
that it would prove a solution of the 
problem. but because it was a statement 
of principle. All parties in the House 
were agreed that so far as two minorities 
in this country were concerned—the 
Catholics and the Jews—their positien 
was peculiar: first, because they were 
minorities ; secondly, because they were 
small minorities: and thirdly, because 
they were in antagonism to the general 
opinion of the country, and that they. 
therefore, required special treatment. 
The Minister for Education, in iitro- 
ducing the Bill, had expressed that view 
with such admirable lucidity that it was 
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receive with popularity on all sides. 
But when the Minister for Ecueation 
came to put mto the shape of a clause 


the principle which he hed enurcieted 
he found himself iace to face with 
narrow, extreme, and it must ke said, an 
intolerant section of the ccmmunity of 
this country. His hon. fricnd the mem- 
ber for North Worcestershire had said 
that the reason why the Government could 
not give any more concessions wes that 
the concessions they had already made 
had been received so badly. But in a 
bargain one could not expect that a 
purchaser would sav to the seller, * You 
are offering vour goods at an extremely 
moderate price.” The right hon. Gentle- 
man had declared that he was going to 
meet the Catholic and the Jewish griev- 
ances by making certain concessiens. but 
it was found that those 
insteed of making the position of the 
Catholics and the Jews better, hed made 
it worse. There was the ballot, for in- 
stance. According to the noble Lord the 
Member for East Marvlebone, under the 
four-fifths clause the result would be 
that 90 per cent. of the children attend- 
ing the schools weuld be excluded from 
having facilities given for religious in- 
struction. He knew perfectly well that all 
these calculeticrs were entinely different 
ircm these given Ly the Minister for 
Education, Lut he hopcd up to the 
Mr. ‘ie P: Ol; 1.7.07. 
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concessions, 
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jlast moment that the Minister for Edu- 
‘cation would not stand hard and fast in 
regard to these limitations. He himself 
could not see the difference between a 
‘town school and a country school. Let 
thein take some of the country districts 
in Lancashire. There were schools in 
those districts which had been kept up 
for generations by English Catholics, and 
it seemed to him that it had reached 
the extreme of intolerance that in those 
districts the distinctive religious teaching 
which had been given in the schools— 
every stone of which had been paid for 
by the people who remained fast to the 
faith of their fathers—should be with- 
held because the population was under 
5,000. The final result of the clause 
would be that 50 per cent of the Catholic 
schools would be left out of the scope 
of this Bill. He acknowledged that the 
Minister for Education did not admit 
the accuracy of those figures. He 
admitted that the disparity of the num- 
ber of schools and the disparity of the 
number of scholars was not the same; 
and the right hon, Gentleman held 
that 75 per cent of Catholic scholars 
would be protected. But supposing that 
statement to be true, why should 25 
per cent of Catholic scholars be ex- 
icluded from the benefits of free ecduca- 
tion because they did not reside in a 
district containing 5,000 inhabitants / 
‘But there was also the educational and 
‘economic aspect of this question. The 
‘minority for whem he spoke was, in most 
‘cases, drawn from the very poorest of the 
poor, and it was incredible that a demo- 
cratic Administration in a democratic 
|Parlizment should sanction fine oO) 
‘these people because of their religious 
iccnvictions, andthat the children skoulu 
ibe placed in an inferior educational 
position because of the fidelity of thei 
parents to their religious faith. What. 
then, was the Minister for Education 
‘going todo? Would he take upon him- 
iself the responsibility of leaving these 
As between 
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schools in this position ? 
pure secularism and Cowper-Templeism 
he that Roman Catholics would 
|sooner have pure secularism. Secularism 


said 


was negative teaching, it was true. but 
Cowper-Templeism was bad, because it 
taught what was insufficient, and to the 
Roman Catholic mind the teaching was 
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not only insufficient, but false. Among 
the many mysteries which were pre- 
sented in considering this problem, the 
moral and religious distinction which men 
were able to draw between taxes and 
rates was to him the most remarkable. 
Some men would give any amount of 
money in the shape of taxes, even to the 
teaching ofreligious doctrine in which they 
did not believe, but they would declare 
that their religious conscience was out- 
raged if they were asked to pay a penny 
in the shape of rates. He knew that 
this controversy had existed for a long 
time, and perhaps ii only poor King 
Charles the First had been wise enough 
to levy his ship-money as a tax and not 
as a rate he might have retained his 


head and his Crown. For himself he 
did not understand this distinction, 
but his hon. friend had moved an 


Amendment to the effect that if these 
excluded schools could not be supported 
from the rates they should be supported 
from the taxes. If his hon. friend 
able to show that he could give these 
schools as much money in the shape 
of taxes as they would in other cir- 


Vas 
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cumstances get in the way of taxes 
and rates, then they would all join 
in supporting his Amendment which 


might be the solution of the question. 
Nobody believed that this Bill was a 
solution, and the whirligig of time might 
well produce other proposals. Some 
oman Catholics, it was true, had advo- 


cated contracting-out, but he was 
strongly opposed to such a solution 
except as a dernier ressort. If the 


Amendment were adopted in its present 
form Roman Catholic schools in Man- 
chester, Southampton, and Bristo! 


would have to pay half the expense o}! 


educating the children, and, in addition, 
contribute their share of taxes and rates 
for the schools of other denominations. 
The hen. Member for North Camberwell, 
with his usual abundant generosity 
in supplying material to men of less 
experience than himself, had put before 
the House the figures in the places he had 


named. In Manchester the cost per 
child was four guineas; in Southamp- 
ton, £4 6s. Ildd.; in Bristol, 
£3 12s. Id. The grant to certain 


Catholic schools in those places was, in 
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ton, £1 19s. 9d., and in Bristol, £2 Os. 63d. 
The result would be that if this Amend- 
ment were accepted inits present form, in 
Manchester each one of the schools would 
have to make up out of the contributions 
of the Catholics, £2 4s. 44d., in South- 
ampton, £2 7s. 24d., and in Bristol, 
£1 lls. 64d. In other words, as he had 
said, roughly speaking, if the Amendment 
were carried, Roman Catholic schools 
would have to pay half the cost of edu- 
cating their children. [Mr. Loven dis- 
sented]. These were official figures, and 
it was no use the hon. Gentleman 
shaking his head. These were the figures 
of the Minister for Education himself, and 
from them it appeared that the Catholics 
had to pay considerable sums for the 
education of their own children, in 
addition to paving taxes and rates for the 
education of other people’s children. Yet 
in memorable words Dr. Clifford said; 

Rome is on the rates.’ He did 
not think anybody could give a good 
reason for not paying his rates whether 
he was attached to Rome or Westminster. 
The county school supported out of the 
rates and taxes attended by the children 


of the wealthy Nonconformist shop- 
keepers and _ professional men was 
established on the highest educational 


basis that money could provide, and 
beside it the school of the poor Catholic 
cocker, such as he rep esented, was a poor,. 
niserable school, which the poor Catholic 
had to pay for out of his exiguous pocket. 
With regard to the principle laid down 
by hon. Members oppos te that no man 
should pay for the religious education 
of a child with whose religious persuasion 
he did not agree, he would ask: Had not 
the Roman Catholic the same right te 
object to Protestant teaching asa Protes 
tant had to object to Catholic teach ng ? 
This Amendment was a mitigation, and 
as a mitigation he accepted it. He 
accepted it also as a declaration of prin- 
ciple. But to hon. Members the meaning 
of this Amendment was that they had 
proved that neither the Minister nor the 
Bill had solved what they had always 
regarded as the most pathetic problem 
of the education of this country, and 
that they must look to other times, 
other other divisions, and 
other speeches for a solution of that 


ministers, 


Manchester, £1 19s. 74d.; in Southamp- | problem 
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cestershire, Droitwich) expressed the 
opinion that this was the most retro- 
grade proposal that had ever been made 
in connection with the Bill. When it 


was adopted, if it were adopted, under | 
Clause ‘4 they would be establishing a | 


class of schools which would always be 
labouring under a great grievance 
because they would be deprived of the 


rates, and yet the people who contri- | 


buted to them would also be paying 
the rates. Hon. Members opposite con- 
demned this Amendment on the ground 
that it was retrograde, and yet the Con- 
servative Party were going to support 
it. Thatsurely was not a logical position 
to take up. Hewas strongly of opinion, 
and he thought there were many Mem- 


bers of the Church Party who would | 
agree with him, that Clause 4- 
was, as it stood,a good deal too’ 


drastic; that the four-fifths principle 
was arbitrary and exacting, and that the 
limitation of population to 5,000 was 
unnecessarily hard. If they could pur- 
suade the President of the Board of 


Education to reconsider the drafting of | 


Clause 4 they might save themselves 
all this discussion in connection with the 
present Amendment. He belonged to that 
party of Churchmen which sat on the 
Liberal side of the House who had been 


lectured ad nauseam from below the 
gangway opposite and above it. If they 


thought for a moment that this Bill was 


harsh in its incidence to the Church there | 


was not a Churchman sitting with him 
who would support it. He hoped this 


Amendment would not be supported by | 


either side of the House. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 
versity) said he had always regarded the 
State-aided schools as a regrettable in- 
cident fin this Bill. He had frequently 
stated that the freedom and variety which 
might be attained by the State-aided 
schools would also’ be attained, 
with the additional advantage of 
popular control, by the exercise by 
the local authorities of their new 
powers in adapting the educational 
system! to the needs of the areas. As 
that might seem a little illogical having 
regard to the action he now  pro- 


posed to take, he explained that he ' 


should vote for the Amendment because 


{COMMONS} 
Mr. C. B. HARMSWORTH (Wor- | 
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of what took place on the previous even- 
{ing. On the previous evening the Oppo 
| sition had pressed upoa the Government 
a very moderate measure of justice, 
namely, the right of the owners of schools 
to appeal to the Board of Education in 
anv case where the local authority had 
declined for one reason or another to 
transfer the school. The President of 
| the Board of Education had rejected that 
proposal. He therefore asked if schools 
capable of giving good and desira)le 
education were to be ruled out by the 
mere obiter dictum of the local education 
authority. It had been said they were 
ungrateful for the concessions which the 
Government had been good enough from 
time to time to make. He believed that 
what was called a concession had been 
made on the subject of the appeal. But 
every concession made by the Govern- 
ment had been accompanied by the 
taking away of something else which 
had been previously allowed in the Bill, 
and, on the whole, what was taken away 
was in larger measure than the concession 
granted. The hon. Member for Droit- 
wich had asked why they were prepared to 
vote for what they said was a retrograde 
proposal. The principle of the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for Preston, he 
pointed out, had been admitted by the 
Government itself in Clause 4. The hon. 
Member had also said that if he thouzht 
the Bill was harsh in its incidence to the 
| Church he would not support it. Surely 
the hon Gentleman had forgotten that 
in the opinion of the President of the 
Board of Education it was harsh; that the 
right hon. Gentleman had said that some- 
times minorities must suffer. They must 
take what they could get. The schools 
upon which this Amendment would operate 
were of two kinds. One kind consisted 
of those schools which asked to be 
taken over and which the local authority 
refused to take over; the other of those 
schools the owners of which declined 
to accept the terms offered by the local 
authority. The latter might possibly 
have funds, or if they had not they 
would have owners and trustees capable 
of supporting and maintaining them 
in a condition fully qualified to take 
part in the education of the country. 
Of these two classes the rejected schools 
were less likely to have, although they 


‘might have, friends willing to undertake 
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sacrifices for their continuation. The 
whole difficulty had arisen because 
the Government had thrown on the 
local authority the decision of a question 
which ought rather to be settled by 
the House itself, namely, the question of 
an appeal to the Board of Education. 
They were afraid to ask Parliament to 
adjudicate upon the question; the 
Board of Education was afraid of having 
the burden thrown upon them, and 
the result was that it was thrown on the 
local authority. They now hed to 
choose between religious freedom and 
educational efficiency, and he declared for 
religious freedom. What would happen 


{24 JuLy 1906} 





would be this: the Government would have 
cone something to mar the educational 
advantages acquired under the Act of 
1902. They would have done something 
to injure the progress of education in 
the country, and would be as far as, if 
not farther than, ever from the solution 
of those religious difficulties with which 
they professed to deal when this Bill 
was introduced in this House. 


Mr. ADKINS (Lancashire, Middletor) | 


said that some of them who 
were rot entirely opposed to 
contracting - out under great emer-| 


gencies would vote with an absolutely | 
clear conscience against the Amendment | 
of his hon. friend on this occasion. 

That which might be a positive toni 

and necessity in a small degree and on 

rare occasions, might become something 
like an education al poison if it were uscd 
in all parts of the country. Even if it 
were supported by various parts of the 
House in the spirit of anything like a 
final settlement, behind the speeches of 
the hon. baronet who had"just{sat down 
and the hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool there was very 
imperfectly concealed the desire to use 
this merely as a platform from which to 
get jurther financial support without local 
control and apart from the national 
system. He thought they were justified 
in voting in regard to this Amend- 
ment, not so much perhaps upon 
its ostensible meaning as upon the 
character of the forces which were 
Supporting it and the aims they so 
imperfectly hid. Therefore, from the 
point of view of one who could well 
imagine arguments in favour of cecn- 
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tracting-out under very rigid conditions 
and where there was a bona fide desire to 
pay—and to pay considerably for the 
privilege of appointing the teacher, which 
was inconsistent with the national 
system, he would most heartily vote 
against the Amendment, because’} it: 
was intended, not perhaps’ by his hon. 
friend, but by some of its supporters, 
to attack this Bill in its very heart and 
destroy it. Those who had supported 
the Bill in all its main lines and believed 
in its general fabric he was sure would 
vote against the Amendment, however 
willing they might be to admit the 
principle in extreme cases, and however 
ready they were, as he was, to support 
Clause 4 as it stood, believing that the 
State-aided school was desirable in some 
cases. But the State-aided school in ali 
parts of the country, under the conditions. 
his hon. friend suggested, backed by the 
support of those who had taken a large 
part in this debate, would be against 


'education and an important constitu- 
| tional principle. 


Viscounr MORPETH (Bimminghan. 
S.) did not think the statement of the hon. 


| Member for the Droitwich Division ought 


to pass without some notice on the 
Opposition side of the House. The hon. 
Gentleman had made a statement with 
some amount of assurance that the 
asperities of this Bill were to be 
toned down by the Government either 
here or in another place. If the 
Minister for Education had told them 


that sooner he would have eased 
the passage of the Bill. But what 


he wanted to call attention to was the 
educational damage that would be done 
under this Bill. He wanted to put 
aside the religious injustice that would 
be done. The hon. Member for Preston 
proposed to go back to a state of affairs 
before 1902. If the hon. Member knew 
the conditions of the voluntary schools 
before that time and the difficulties 
under which they were worked he would 
not propose to go back to that state of 
things. Everyone knew that many of 
the voluntary schools were unsatis- 
factory, but no one supposed that they 
were unsatisfactory because the managers 
preferred to have them _ ill-staffed, 
badly lighted, and poorly equipped. 
it was want of money alone that 
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‘prevented them from being on the) religious communions than this House 
same level as the board schools. The of Commons. The whole difficulty 
hon. Member for Preston wanted rested upon their refusal to remove the 
to send them back into a condition fetter which bound the local autho- 
in which they would be, to use  rities, and prevented their giving the 
the Prime Minister’s words, “on the sort of education required by the chil- 
verge of hunger.” The hon. Member dren in these schools. If the Govern- 


for the Scotland Division of Liverpool] 
said that the damage done by the con- 
tracting-out clause should be rectified 
by more money being given by the 
Government to these schools, and that 
they should receive as much money 
from the Treasury as they would have 
received in rates and taxes. From 


the religious point of view he admitted 


that was fair, but it would break up the 
whole system which they were at present 
building up, namely, the control of 
education through the local education 
authorities. For that reason he should 
be opposed to it, because he believed 
that the local authorities were quite as 
likely to be just towards the religious 
bodies of this country as the central 


ment had consented to remove that 
fetter it would have been possible for 


the local authorities to give to those 
schools such religious instruction as 
they required, and without inflicting 


anv damage to the cause of education 
or breaking up the system of national 
control as this clause did. Because 
he believed the Amendment of the hon. 
Member did not really bring about any 
settlement of the religious question, but 
would inflict a most irreparable blow to 
the cause of education, he was totally 
unable to support it. 


Question put. 








body; in fact, he believed they were The House divided:— Ayes, 155; 
more ready to do justice to the different | Noes, 318. (Division List No. 253.) 
AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Acland-Hood, Rt.Hn.SirAlex.F | 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn. HughO 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, "Alfred 
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Banbury, Sir Frederic k George 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Beach, Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
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Boland, John 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
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Burke, E. Havland- 
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Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. i 
Cave, George 

Cavendish, “Rt.Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
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Clynes, J. R. 

Coates, E. Feetham(Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collins, SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
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Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Crean, Eugene 

Delany, William 
Dixon-Hartland, SirFred Dixon 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Douglas. Rt. Hon. A. 
Duffy, William J. 

| Duncan, Robert( Lanark,Govan 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Forster, Henry William 

Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Glover, Thomas 

Haddock, George R. 

Halpin, J, 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hammond, John 

Hardy, Lanrence(Kent, Ashford 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
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| Hazelton, Richard 


Helmsley, Viscount 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) 
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Hogan, Michael 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnH. 
Kimber, Sir Henry 

King, SirHenrySeymour(Hull) 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, & 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F’., (Windsor) 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore, JohnThrogmorton 
Mooney, J. J. 

Muntz, Sir Philip 

Murphy, John 

Nolan, Joseph 
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O'Connor, James(Wicklow, W.) 
O Connor, John (Kildare, N. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Hare, Patrick 

O'Kelly, James (Roscommon, N 
O'Mara, James 
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Partington, Oswald 
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Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
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Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 
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Ashton, Thomas Gair 
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sell, Richard 
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Bertram, Julius 
Bethell, J.H. (Essex, Romford) 
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Billson, Alfred 
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Brace, William 
Bramsdon, T. A. 
Branch, James 
Brigg, John 
Bright, J. A. 
Brocklehurst, W. B. 
Brodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopford 
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Brunner, Sir John T.(Cheshire) 
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Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
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3urt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
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| Clarke, ¢ 
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Robe arts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall 
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Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
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Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
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Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cory, Clifford John 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 
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Cremer, William Randal 
| Crombie, John William 
Crossley, William J. 
Davies, David (MontgomeryCo 
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Davies, M. Vaugian 
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Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
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Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N | 
Dickson- Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 
Dunean, C. ( Barrow-in- Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor} 
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Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 

Ferens, T. R. 

‘erguson, R. C. Munro 
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Thornton, Percy %:. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. Sir C. E 
Waldron, Laurence 
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Howard 
Ambrose 


Younger, George 
| TELLERS FoR THE AYES—Mr. 
| Harold Cox and Mr. Hart- 
| Davies. 

Fowler, Rt. Hoa. Sic Henry 


Fuller, John Michael F. 
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Gardner, Col. Alan (Hereford,S. 
| Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H 
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Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
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Grove, Archibald 
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Hall, Frederick 
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Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
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Haworth, Arthur A. 
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Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
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Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
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Findlay, Alexander 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 


Kekewich, Sir George 
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King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 
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Lehmann, R. C. 
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Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
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M‘Laren, Sir C. B. (Leicester) 
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Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 
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Masterman, C. F. G 
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Pearce, William (Limehouse) 


« 
a 


Mr. PAUL (Northampton) said that 
es hon. Members opposite complained 
that thev had not been allowed sufficient 
time for discussion he would not move the | 
Amendment standing in his name on the | 2 


Paper. 


Lorp R. CECTL moved to insert atter 
the word “if” the words ‘required by | 


the owners or trustees.” 
that instead of rejecting 
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Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, Col.Ivor(S’thampton) 
Philipps, J. Wynford(Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, In. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Price, RobertJohn(Norfolk, E. ) 
Priestley, W.E. B.(Bradford, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rendall, Athelstan 
Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n | 
Richardson, A. 

Rickets, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roherts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.( Dundee) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott(Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 

Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, SirC. F.(Manchester) 
Scott, A.H.( Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major vu. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw. Charles Fdw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) | 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Simon, John Allse brook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie — | 
Scames, Arthur Wellesley | 
Soares. Ernest J. 
Spicer, Sir Albert 
Stanley, Hn.A.Lyulph (Chesh). | 





Steacman, W. C. 

Stewart. Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strechey, Sir Edward 
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Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Sutherland, J. E. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe} 
Tennant, Sir Edward(Salisbury: 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.} 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr): 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, FE. 
Tillet, Louis John 


| Tomkinson, James 


Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


| Ure, Alexander 


Verney, F. W. 


| Vivian, Henry 


Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, SirJohnL.(Leeds, §.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Wardle, George J. 

Wascon, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, JohnCatheart(Orkney) 
Watt. H. Anderson 


| Wedgwood, Josiah C. 


Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire} 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 


Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williamson, A. 

Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.)} 


| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
) Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 


Wison, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 


| Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
| Winfrey, R. 


Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddersf'd 
Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 


Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


should be _ per- 
over, leaving the 
to determine whether 
As Clauses 
present the whole 


question whether facilities should be 


stanted was 
indication 
that the local 
He thought 

a school 


Was 


left entirely open. No 
contained in the Bill 
education authority ought 


to assent to the demand of the schools. 
The Government held the view that the 
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question of granting or withholding 
facilities ought not to be an element in 


the local authorities’ minds in making | 


their arrangements for taking the schools 
over. Tithe House accepted this Amend- 
ment that intention would be carried 


out, and the local authority would see | 


that the legislature had laid down that 
facilities should be granted if required, 


and if they did not grant them they would | 
be departing from the plain sense and | 
If the clause | 


intention of the Act. 
remained as it now stood it would be 
left entirely as a matter of free bargain- 


ing between the local authority and 
the owners, and there was nothing 


to prevent the local authority taking 
up the position which the Government 
did not desire them to take up, 
namely, that of refusing to take over a 
school because facilities were demanded. 
Ordinary administrative bodies generally 


desired to carry out the intention of the | 


legislature, and it was important that 
J 


the wording of the clauses should 
clearly express the intention of Parlia- 
ment. He hoped, therefore, that 


the Government would agree to insert 


the words “required by the owners or | 


trustees.” Those words would effect 


a change which he thought would con- 
vert this clause into something real and 
tangible. 


*Str FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan) 


formally seconded. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 33, after the word ‘if’ to 
insert the words ‘required by the owners or 
trustees.’ "—(Lord R. Cecil.) 

Question proposed, ‘That those 
words be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Mr. BIRRELL said it would be acting 
contrary to the intention of the Bill to 
lay down that facilities should be com- 
pulsory under this clause. He could 
not believe that local authorities would 
be animated by any 
those which had been 
them in order to avoid 
very moderate facilities 
legal under this clause. If a 


attributed to 
granting such 
as were made 
local 


authority were so minded, nothing short | 


of absolute compulsion, which the Com- 
mittee and the House had already re- 
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jected, would secure the object which 
the noble Lord had in view, because the 
local authority would find it by no 
_ means difficult to avoid taking over 
' the school either because it was unwilling 
to pay the rent demanded or because 
it did not choose to enter into any 
negotiations. He was bound to say 
that he did not see how the words pro- 
posed made the clause any plainer; in 
fact, he thought they made it rather 
more obscure. The section ran— 


| 

! 

| “Tf the affording of facilities under this sec- 
| tion for the giving of religious instruction of 
some special character not permitted under 
| Section 14 of the Elementary Education Act, 
1870, has been made a condition of any ar- 
rangement for the use by the local education 
authority of the schoolhouse of a transferred 
voluntary school, or of any scheme under this 
part of this Act with respect thereto, or of the 
purchase or hire of the schoolhouse, that 
authority shall, notwithstanding anything in 
that section, afford those facilities by enabling 
children whose parents wish them to receive 
religious instruction of that special character 
to receive that instruction on not more than 
two mornings a week. ” 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


He admitted that the gap was there, 
but once an authority dealt with a 
school, and came to any terms with 
regard to it, this obligation, if the trustees 


demanded facilities, was as firm as 
language could make it. He agreed 


with the noble Lord that the language 
of a clause was sometimes very useful 
as indicating the intention of the Legis- 
lature, but he really thought the language 
of this clause was as plain and peremp- 
tory as it could be, short of entirely 
bridging the gap in the way the noble 
Lord desired. 


Mr. LAURENCK HARDY (Kent, 
Ashford) said he did not agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman in the distinction 
he had drawn between the Amendment 
and the words of the clause. He thought 
‘there was a valuable addition in the 
terms suggested by the noble Lord. 
The clause as it stood rather implied 
that the affording of facilities might be 
made a condition of the agreement, and 
| that, therefore, it was a debatable matter 
| between the parties when they were 
‘coming to an arrangement. That was 
| just the thing they wished to avoid. If 
the words of the noble Lord’s Amend- 
| ment were accepted, there could be no 
i debate or disagreement on that matter 


20 
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at all. The right hon. Gentleman evi- 


matter should be absolutely peremptory, 
and if that was so, something was re- 
quired to make the clause clear, 


*Mr. BUTCHER (Cambridge Univer- 
sity) thought there was all the difference 
in the world between the words of the 
Amendment and those of the clause. 
The assumption of Clause 3 was, “ If 
this school is transferred under an 
arrangement with the local authority or 
undera scheme made by the Commission.” 
Take two cases. First, suppose the local 
authority did not wish to take over the 
school. In that case there was no 
obligation on them to do so, there was no 
appeal to the Board of Education or to 
the Commission, and all hope of facilities 
at once disappeared. The second case 
was this, and it was here that the words 
of the Amendment would operate: Let 
it be assumed that the local authority 
wished to take over the school. The 
owners then bargained for facilities being 
granted ; the local authority refused ; 
the negotiations broke down. The local 
authority resolved to go before the Com- 
mission. The Commission might make 
facilities a condition of the scheme, and, 
if so, this was binding on the lceal 
authority. But the Commission might 
decline ; and so long as that gap remained 
they maintained that it was not unreason- 
able to urge that, if schools which had 
been built to give a special kind of 
religious education were to be transferred 
at all, the transfer should carry with 
it the right to give the instruction for 
which the schools were established. 
The noble Lord’s Amendment would 
give eilect to that. He thought there 
was a misunderstanding as to the meaning 
of the words, ** has been made a condition 
of the arrangement.” He understood 
those words to mean “has been em- 
bodied in the agreement as binding on 
both parties.” He fancied hon. Members 
opposite construed those words in an 
entirely diferent sense, as meaning, if 
one side said “ We stipulate for facilities,” 
they were entitled to have them, and it 
should be one of the ternis of the transfer. 
it would be obvious to those who had 
followed the somewhat complicated 
conditions of this clause that the noble 
Lord’s Amendment was a perfectly fitting 


Mr. Laurence Hardy. 
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‘way to give effect to the intention of 
dently fully accepted the idea that the | 


the clause, which, as it stood, entirely 
fell short of what was required. 


Mr. BIRRELL said the speech of the 
hon. Member for Cambridge University 
did not deal with the point of the noble 
Lord’s Amendment. The difficulty he 
had was in seeing what effect the words 
proposed by the noble Lord would have. 
In what way would they make the clause 
better than it was at present ¢ 


Mr. BUTCHER said there was a differ- 
ence between saying that, if the a‘ford- 
ing of facilities was made a condition, 
a certain result should  follow—that 
was according to the Bill as it stood 
—and saying that, if required by the 
owners, the affording of facilities should 
be made a condition of the transfer. 


Mr. BIRRELL said the view the 
Government took was that the owners 
and trustees were the persons who were 
in the position to make it the condition 
of any arrangement, so far as they were 
concerned, that the facilities must be 
granted. Then, if the local authority 
took them before the ; 
he could not conceive how it would 
be possible for the Commissioners to 
disregard the claim for facilities. He still 
thought the clause was as clear as it 
coulkl be made, and that the words 
proposed by the noble Lord would have 
no effect whatever in bridging over the 


rr 
gay. 


Comunissioners, 


*Mr. BUTCHER hoped the right hon, 


'Gentleman would reconsider the words 


of this clause, for he was sure from 
the course of this discussion that it would 
be easy to come to an agreement upon 
this point at issue. 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said the right 
hon. Gentleman did not apprehend the 
force of the right hon. Gentleman’s objec- 
tion. What they wanted to secure was 
that if the owners or trustees required 
facilities, the facilities should be made 
a part of the arrangement. There was 
nothing in the clause to provide for thar. 
The clause only provided that if facilities 
were part of this arrangement they 
given. He believed that his 
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hon. friend only wanted the Govern-, said that if the trustees or managers failed 
ment to put in the clause words! to do their duty to get fac ilities, and if 
which would set out that the terms of | the local education authority came to 
the agreement should be carried out. | no terms with them, and brought them 
| before the Commissioners, then ‘the Com- 
Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Uni-| missioners could not do otherwise 
versity) asked the Minister for Education than order that the facilities should 
to consider this point, that from end | be given. Consequently, the Minister 
to end of the Bill there was no indica-| for Education anticipated that the 
tion that it was the desire of the Govern- | reasonable and normal case would be 
ment that the local education authority | the granting of facilities by the local 
should give facilities. He could con-| education authority. That being so, what 
ceive no better form of words to indicate | they on the Opposition side of the House 
that than those in the Amendment. | asked in the name of reason and right 
Unless the Amendment was accepted | was the insertion of words to secure 
there was nothing in the Bill to direct | that what the Minister for Education 
a tight minded man as to what his duties | said would happen should happen. He 
were under it. A man might have| hoped the right hon. Gentleman would 
every desire to fulfil the law, but he| accept the Amendment of his noble 
might have also conscientious scruples | friend. 
against denominational education, and | 
so far as the Bill was concerned he was | 
under no sort of duty either legally or | 
morally to grant facilities for religious 
education. His contention was that either 
the clause should give a real direction 
to the local education authority to grant 


Mr. BIRRELL said that the more this 
matter was discussed the more it seemed 
to him that the object of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite was to put some kind of com- 
pulsion or pressure on the local education 
authority to take over the school. That 
the facilities for religious instruction to; was completely vetoed by the Bill. 
which, it was admitted, the owners of | They were not interfering with the power 
the school were entitled as a condition of | of the local education authority to refuse 
the arrangement, or, on the other hand, | to take over the school if they so wished, 
it should give to the owners the right | and he was convinced that the language 
of taking the local education authority, | of the Amendment would only obscure 
should it refuse to give the facilities, | the issue. He could not possibly accept 
before the Commissioners. the Amendment. 


Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover) said he 
would recall one phrase used by ‘he | 
Minister for Education in addressing the | 
House. That right hon. Gentleman had | 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes 93; Noes 
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AYES. 


| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
| Cave, George 


| Fetherstonhaugh, Geoffrey 
| Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
| Forster, — William 


Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell g 
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Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) | Courthope, G. Loyd Helmsley, Viscount 

Beach, Hn.Michael Hugh Hicks | Craik, Sir Henry Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 





Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 


Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H.M. 


Carlile, E, Hildred 


| Dalrymple, Viscount 
| Dixon-Hartland, SirFredDixon 
| Doughty, Sir George 


| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 

| Duncan, Robert(Lanark,G van 

| Faber, George Denison (York) 
| Rote, Cope W. V. (Hants, W.) 


) Fell, Arthur! 
2: O 2 


Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Kennaway, Rt.Hn.SirJohn H. 
King, SirHenry Seymour( Hull) 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
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Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Dublin,S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowel Sir Francis William 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
M‘Kean, John 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore, JohnThrogmort’n 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
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Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlingtn 
Percy, Earl 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, JosephA.(Finsbury, FE.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, John Emmott(Somerst 
Balrow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, FE. B. 

Barran! Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, SirJ. Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, ArthurW.( Bedfordshire 
Boland, John 

Bolton, T.D.(Derbyshire, N.E.) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J.F.L.(Lanes., Leigh) 
Brunner, SirJohnT. (Cheshire) 
Bryce, Rt. Hn.James( Aberdeen 
Bryce, J. A. (InvernessBurghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burnyeat, W. J. D. 

Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Cameron, Robert 


| Cawley, Fredezick 
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Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall 
Ropner, Col. Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
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Smith, F. E.(Liverpool, Walton 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
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Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight | 


Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
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Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 
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Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
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Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Crean, Eugene 
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Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 

Davies, David(MontgomeryCo. 
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Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
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Dickinson, W.H. (St.PancrasN 
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Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 
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Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
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Essex, R. W. 
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Ferens, T. R. 
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Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Rendall (Lincoln) 
Marks, G.Croydon(Launceston 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
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Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Hare, Patrick 

O'Kelly, James (RoscommonN 


| O'Mara, James 


O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Philipps, Col.Ivor(S’thampton) 
Philipps, S.Wynford( Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 


| Pirie, Duncan V. 
| Pollard, Dr. 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 


Price, C. E.(Edinburgh, Central 
Price, Robert-John( Norfolk, E. ) 
Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford, EF.) 
Radford, G. H. 
Rainy, A. Rolland 
Xaphael, Herbert H. 
2ea, Russel (Gloucester) 
2ea,Walter Russell (Scarboro’) 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Richards, T.F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt.Hn. KE. (Dundee) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott( Bradf'rd 
Robertson, J. M. (‘Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 
Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scarisbrick T. T. L. 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 
Seaverns, J. H. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edward(Stafford 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 
Simon, John Allsebrook 
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Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S.) 
Snowden, P. 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant. Sir Edward(Salisbury 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr) 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson, J.W.H.(Somerset, 
Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Vivian, Henry 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S ) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward! John (Stoke upon Trent ) 
Wardle, George J. 

Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R. 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, TT’. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Huddersf’d 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) | instruction of some special character,” ete., 


moved to leave out from the passage} in Clause, 3 the words “under this 
“if the affording of facilities under; section.” He said that the words 


this section for the giving of religious| which he proposed to omit seemed 
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as they stood somewhat incomprehen- 
sible. Hither they were more or less 
meaningless and therefore ought to be 
omitted or they ought to be defined. 
It seemed to be the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s intention that Clause 4 should 
stand in contradistinction to Clause 3. 
Clause 4 made it clear what was the 
meaning of extended facilities, but Clause 
3 said nothing about what the ordinary 
facilities were. He thought they were 
entitled, if these words were to be re- 
tained, to a clear definition from the 
right hon. Gentleman of what he meant 
by facilities ‘under this section.” 
The words as they stood were some- 
what peculiar and ambiguous. If the 
right hon. Gentleman was unable to 
define what the facilities were he thought 
that the only possible course was to 
omit these words. 


Sir PHILIP MAGNUS (London Uni- 


Versity) seconded. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2, line 33, to leave out the words 
‘under this section.’ ?—(Mr, Evelyn Cecil.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. BIRRELL could not understand 
how the hon. Gentleman had read 
these words in the manner in which he 
had done. He said they were meaning- 
less, but then went on to argue that 
they were not so. The words meant 
the ordinary facilities described in the 
section itself which were to be afforded 
to children whose parents wished them 
to receive religious instruction of a 
special character, and it was provided 
that they should receive that instruc- 
tion on not more than two mornings a 
week. He had already explained that they 
did not want to put in words to the effect 
that the religious instruction should be 
that contemplated by the trusts, 
for the reason that they did not 
want to have the particular — pro- 
visions of the trust made into rules, 
so that for all time they would have to go 
back to the trust deeds, because some- 
times there were no trust deeds at all. 
He did not think it was an inconvenient 
thing to limit the expression and to keep 
the two things, ordinary facilities and 

Mr. Evelyn Cecil. 
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extended facilities, distinct in the mind. 
The answer to the hon. Member was 
that the special instruction demanded 
or bargained for by the owners or the 
trustees was the sort that before went 
on in the school. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR thought the 
right hon. Gentleman would see after 
the explanation he had made that 
there was a certain incongruity be- 
tween the plan suggested by Clause 3 
and the plan embodied in Clause 8, 
What the right hon. Gentleman con- 
templated was that there should be no 
reference to the trust deeds in any free 
bargain between the trustees and the 
local authority. The trustees might ask 
for anything they pleased and the right 
hon. Gentleman trusted them on the 
whole not to ask for too much. That 
was in the case of the “use and wont” 
schools. He expected them to ask only 
for what was justified by the meaning of 
“use and wont.” If there was a trust 
deed, he expected them to ask for only 
such facilities as would allow them to 
carry out the terms of the trust. But 
if there was no agreement made under 
Clause 3, then Clause 8 contemplated 
that the trustees should be taken be- 
fore the Commissioners, who had to go 
back to the trust deed. The Commis- 
sioners were expected, if there was a 
trust deed, to interpret it as if they were 
the Court of Chancery, in which case 
the interpretation must be a rigid and 
a narrow one, and if there was no trust 
deed then regard was to be had to “ use 
and wont.” A new set of considerations 
came into existence in the event of no 
agreement being come to between the 
owners and the local authority. He 
did not think it was a very logical pro- 
ceeding. So long as the bargain was a 
free one the trustees might be trusted 
to do anything they wished to do, but 
directly there was a controversy about 
the views, wishes, and prejudices of the 
local authority, and not about anything 
connected with the way in which the 
school was carried on, the alien subject 
of the trust deed was brought in as a 
guiding principle in the arrangement. 
It was not a very coherent plan. 
He had no desire to press the matter 
beyond this point, because he was not 
sure that the right hon. Gentleman 














SS SE aE | 


= eS | Ua 








1101 Education (England 


differed from him. He hoped if the right 
hon. Gentleman agreed with him that he 
would admit that this was one of those 
inevitable errors that crept into Bills of 
this kind. If the right hon. Gentleman 
suid he (Mr. Balfour) was wrong perhaps 
he or some other member of the Govern- 
ment would kindly say how they re- 
conciled the professions of Clause 3 
with Clause 8. 


Mr. BIRRELL said that he did not 
suppose this Bill would work for ever or 
would be a final solution to the education 
problem of this country. It was not at 
all an uncommon thing that in a free 
bargain the parties should come to their 
own terms. When they could not come to 
terms they went to a court of law which 
very often resulted in terms which they 
certainly never contemplated. If the 
owners could not come to terms with the 
local authority they had to appear before 
the Commissioners, who were to inquire 
into the trust deeds of the school. This 
was very much the same question as 
when the owners or trustees came to the 
local authority and said— 

“This is a Wesleyan school which has been 

carried on for the last fifty years as such ; if 
you take it over we want the facilities to go 
on in the same way as before ; our trust deed 
yermits it.” 
The local authority would concede these 
terms, and he did not believe that the 
facilities under this clause would create 
any difficulties among the local authori- 
ties throughout the country. They were 
so moderate, so reasonable, that he could 
hardly conceive any local authority 
making a difficulty about the subject, and 
the question they would settle between 
themselves as free agents would be 
practically the same question as would 
come up before the Commissioners. 


Lorp R. CECIL said the right hon. 
Gentleman appeared to have lost sight of 
the important question which underlay 
this Amendment, namely, what was 
meant by “ facilities ” under this section. 
They were required by the clause to give 
facilities for religious instruction. That 
could only be given in one of three ways: 
either they must pay for the facilities, 
allow their servant, the teacher, to give 


them, or give them in school hours.) 
He could imagine no other method by 
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which this special education could be given. 
By another section they were expressly 
forbidden to pay for facilities, they were 
were expressly forbidden to allow their 
teachers to give this teaching or to allow 
it to be given in school hours. He com- 
pared Clauses 2 and 6, and commented 
on the doubt as to whether denomina- 
tional instruction was a part of carrying 
on a public elementary school. What 
was the local authority expe:ted to do 
when it was asked to provide facilities ? 


Mr. BIRRELL said that the facilities 
were to be the special facilities bargained 
for by the owners of the trust school and 
in accordance with the provisions of the 
trust deed. They would be given as 
part of the curriculum of the school as 
heretofore, but not paid for by the rates. 


*Mr. TALBOT: Would the religious 
instruction be given in school hours ? 


Mr. BIRRELL said it would. It 
might be given perhaps from 9 o'clock to 
half past. 


*Mr. TALBOT said nobody was obliged 
to come to it. 


Mr. BIRRELL said that was so, be- 
cause it was only given to those children 
whose parents desired it. 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL said tht after the 
explanation of the right hon. Gentleman 
he would with permission of the House 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. CAVE moved to leave out the 
words “not more than” from page 3, 
line 2. The effect of that would be that 
this special religious instruction would 
be given on two days a week. Personally, 
he would have preferred the words to be 
‘“‘nor less than two mornings,” but he 
would be satisfied with a fixed number of 
days. It was pretty clear that the 
Minister for Education intended that 
two mornings a week should be fixed 
as was shown by the next Amendment 
standing in the name of the right hon. 
Gentleman. 


*Stir FRANCIS POWELL seconded. 
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Amendment proposed to the BIIl. 
“ In page 3, line 2, to leave out the words ‘ not | 
more than.’”—(Mr. Cave.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. BIRRELL said he had always con- 
templated that in the great majority 
ef cases the full two days would be 
demanded. But there were many 
schools, he had been given to understand, , 
where the special religious instruction 
had been confined to one day a week, 
and he did not think it was desirable 
that the local authority should be under 
any obligation to impose upon the owners 
a zeal for special religious instruction 
which they did not feel. Therefore he 
thought the words “not more than 
two days ” was a fair indication that the 
owners could have two days by asking 
for them, and if they did not it was 
because they thought one day was 
enough. Though he agreed that the 
Amendment standing in his name took 
the maximum and assumed the maxi- 
mum would be asked, he did not see 
why he should impose upon the local 
authority the obligation of giving 
special religious instruction on two days 
it the owners and trustees were content 
with one day. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley) said this particular form of instruc- 
tion had to be provided by the owners 
and trustees, and if they thought fit he 
did not see why it should be limited to 
two days a week. ‘There was no logical 
ground for the distinction made between 
places with a population of less than 
5,000 and those with more, and when 
the mght hon. Gentleman introduced 
the quite new element in the contro- 
versy inat this matter was going to be 
eoutrolled by the local education autho- 
rity, he thought he was going to take 
away one of the few valuable parts of 
Clause 3. If the local education autho- 
rity decided as to Cowper-Temple | 
teaching and also had complete author- 
ity and control over religious instruc- | 
tion of a denominational character, it 
would be adding injustice to a hardship | 
already existing, and would reduce the 
value of this clause to a very little, 
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indeed. Was the local education autho- 
rity, in point of fact, to control this 
teaching ¢ 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY thought 
they were entitled to an answer to 
the question of the noble Lord. 
They had some ground of complaint 
that suddenly at this late period of 
the Bill the two mornings for special 
religious instruction were, in the opinion 
of the right hon. Gentleman, to be whittled 
away to one in some instances. A 
very low limit was put in the Bill 
and had been defended in the fullest 
sense by the right hon. Gentleman in 
more than one speech. If, as he thought, 
there was some doubt in words like 
“not more than two,” and when they 
had it confirmed by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, he thought they were fully justified 
in asking that words should be removed 
from the Bill which in any way took 
away one very small privilege which the 
owner of denominational schools were 
given. Many Members had doubted 
whether it was necessary to move the 
Amendment, but after the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman it was undoubtedly 
rightly moved. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 


‘TARY to tue BOARD or EDUCA- 


TION (Mr. Loven, Islington, W.) 
said it seemed to him the matter 
was extremely simple as it stood in 
the Bill. The local education authority 
would not control this special — re- 
ligious instruction, its business would 
be simply to give facilities for it on not 
more than two mornings, and if the 
trustees or owners only wished to give 
religious instruction on one morning it 
would be no part of the local education 
authority’s duty to give it on two morn- 
ings. 


Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam) said the hon. Gentleman entirely 
forgot that there was another possible 
case, namely that of the trustees des‘ring 
to have two days and the local authority 
taking advantage of some weakness in 
the position of the trustees to say that 
they should not have more than cne. 
That was the justification for this Amend- 
ment. 
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Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke » 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Armitage, R. 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) | 
Barlow, JohnEmmott(Somerset | 
Barlow, Perey (Bedford) | 
Jarnard, KE. b. | 
Barran, Rowland Hirst ; 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 
Benn, SirJ. Williams(Devonp’rt | 
Berridge, T. H. D. 
Bertram, Julius | 
Bethell, J. H. (Essex,Romford) | 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine ; 
Black, Arthur W.( Bedfordshire) 
3olton, ‘I’. D. (Derbyshire, N.E. 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, TT. A. 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford | 
Brunner, J.¥.L. (Lanes., Leigh) 
Brunner, Sir John T. (Cheshire) 
Bryce, Rt.Hn.James Aberdeen 
Bryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 

Buxton, Rt.Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Cawley, Frederick 

Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Cobbold, Felix Thornley 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett, C.H.(Sussex,EGrinst’d | 
Cory, Clifford John 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 
Cremer, William Randal 
Crooks, William 
Crostield, A. H. 
Crossley, William J. 
Davies, David(MontgomeryCo. | 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh,S.) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N | 


| Essex, R. W. 


| Faber, G. H. (Boston) 


| Findlay, Alexander 
| Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 


| Fullerton, Hugh 


| Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
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Ayes, 272; 


| Noes, 114. (Division List No. 255.) 


AYES. 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Duckworth, James 


Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness | 


Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) | 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 


Eve, Harry ‘Trelawney 
Everett, K. Lacey 


Ferens, ‘I’. R. 


Fuller, John Michael F. 


Gill, A. H. 
Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 


| Glover, Thomas 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Greenwood, Hamar (York) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 


| Grove, Archibald 
| Gurdon, Sir W. brampton 


Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | 
Hall, Frederick 
| 
Hardy, George A. (Sutfolk | 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worc’r) | 
Hart-Davies, 'T’. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth | 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. FE. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Vurham) 


,) Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

| Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Leeve, SirJoseph¥.( Accrington) 
Lehman, R. C. : 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George. Rt, Hon. David 
Loug , ‘Th mas 


| Lupton, Arnoid 
| Lyell, Charles Henry 


Lynch, H. B. 


| Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 

| Macdonald, J.M. (Falkirk b’ghs 
| Maclean, Donald 

| Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


M‘Arthur, William 

M‘Callum, John M. . 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 


| Maddison, Frederick 


Mallet, Charles E. 
Mantield, Harry (Northants) 
Mansfield, H. Kendall (Lincoln) 


| Marks, G.Croydon(Launceston) 


Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Masterman, C. F. G 
Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno, Percy Alport 
Mond, A. 

Montgomery, H. G. 
Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 


| Morse, L. L. 


Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 


| Murray, James 


Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw ) 
Nicholls, George 


Henderson, J.M.(Aberdeen,W.) | Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 


tlerbert, Col. Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp, 


| Hobhouse, Charles £. H, 


Hodge, John 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 


| Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 


Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geottrey 


, Hudson, Walter 


Hyde, Clarendon 
Illingworth, Percy H. 


| Jackson, R. 8. 


Jacoby, James Altred 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnaryonshire) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. ~ 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Paul, Herbert 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Lee!) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Philipps, J.Wynford(Pem broke 
Pollard, Dr. 
Price, C.E.(Edinburgh,Central 
Price, Robert John(Norfolk,E.) 
Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford, E. 
Radfora, G. H. 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell(Scarbor’o 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
| Richards, 'T. ¥.(Wolverhampt’n 
Richardson, A. : 
| Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
| Roberts, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
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Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | 
Robertson, SirG.Scott(Bradf’rd | 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton-under Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edward(Stafford | 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John (Allsebrook) 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Snowden, P. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley, Hn. A.Lyulph (Chesh.) | 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Aclin !-Hood, Rt. Hn.SirAlex. f° 
Ambrvse, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell! 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J.(CityLond. 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Beach, Hn. MichaelHugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Boland, John 

Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Burke, E. Havliand 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, Rt. Hn.sVictorC. W. 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craik, Sir Henry 

Crean, Eugene 

Delany, William 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duffy, William ‘J. 

Esmonde, Sir, Thomas 

Farrell, James,Patrick 

Fell, Arthur 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 
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| Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
| Stuart, James (Sunderland) 


| Summerbell, T. 


| Tomkinson, James 
| Torrance, Sir A. M. 





Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
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Steadman, W. C. 


Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward: ~. 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 


Taylor, John W. (Durham) 

Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr) 
Thompson, J.W.H.(Somerset, E 


Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 





Wardle, George J. 


NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Forster, Henry William 
Gibbs, G. A. (Bristol, West) 
Haddock, George R. 
Halpin, J. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hammond, John 

Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashfori | 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hazleton, Richard 

Helmsley, Viscount 

Hills, J. W. 

Hogan, Michael 

Houston, Robert Pa erson 
Hunt, Rowland 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent Paui 

King, SirHenrySeymour (Hull) | 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) | 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lundon, W. 

Macpherson, J. T. 

Mac Veagh, Jcremiah( Down, S.) 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Donegal, E.) | 
M‘Kean, John 
M‘Killop, W. 
Magnus, Sir Philip 
Meagher, Michael | 
Meehan, Patrick A. | 
Meysey-Thompson, IK. C. 
Middlemore, JohnThrogmort’n | 
Mooney, J. J. 
Morpeth, Viscount 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 
Murphy, John 
Nolan, Joseph 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
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Wason, John Cathcart( Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, J. D. (Dum bartonshire) 
White,' Luke (York,¢E.R.) 
Whitehead,’ Rowland 

Whitley, J.!H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. Glamorgan 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood,.T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Huddersf'd 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 


Pease. 


O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, John (Kildare, N. 


, 


| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


O’ Doherty, Philip 
O'Donnell, Jobn (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) —_- 


| O’ Dowd, John 


O’ Hare, Patrick 


| O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 


O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


| Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rawlinson, JohnFrederickPeel 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesal] 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Salter, Arthur Clavel 


| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 


Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, S.) 
Starkey, John R. 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ. 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Valentia, Viscount 


| Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


| Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Mr. 
Evetyn Cecil and Mr. Cave. 




















words “and the mornings fixed by the 


Mr. LOUGH moved to add at the 
local education authority shall be the 


end of sub-section (1) of Clause 3 the 
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same mornings in the week for all | 
those children, unless the authority, 
on account of the accommodation in the 
school, or the number of classes in 
the school, consider that the instruction 
cannot be efficiently given on the same 
mornings to all the children whose 
parents wish them to receive it.” 
He siid that this Amendment was moved 
in fulfilment of a promise to the Leader of 
the Opposition that it would be made | 
quite clear that if the whole of the children | 
could not receive special religious instruc- 
tion on two mornings facilities might be 
given for imparting it on more than two | 
mornings. It would be for the local | 
authorities to determine whether such 
further facilities were necessary. 


1109 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— | 


“In page 3, line 3, at end, to insert the | 
words ‘and the mornings fixed by the local | 
education authority shall be the same mornings 
in the week for all those children, untess the | 
authority on account of the accommodation in | 
the school, or the number of classes in the 
school, consider that the instruction cannot 
be efficiently given on the same mornings to | 
all the children whose parents wish them to 
receive it.’”—(Mr. Lough.) 


(Juestion proposed, “* That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Lorp BALCARRES said he did not 
think this clause fulfilled the pledge 
asked for by the Leader of the Opposition. 
Six or seven weeks ago, when discussing 
Clause 3, at the end of an evening’s debate, 
it was announced by the President of the 
Board of Education that the children in 
any of the transferred schools, so long 
as they did not obtain the religious 


instruction on more than two days in | 


the week might receive that instruction 
on any two days. The Leader of the 
Opposition on that occasion asked for 
no concession and required no pledge ; 
he did not even ask for the clause to 
be amended; he was quite ready to 
accept the obvious interpretation put 
upon it by the Minister in charge of the 
Bill. Just before the fall of the guillotine 
on that occasion grave dissatisfaction was 
expressed on the Ministerial side of the 
House at the interpretation given by the 
President of the Board of Education, 
because the intention of the supporters of 
the Government was that two days 
should be fixed during the week upon 
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| trol meant. 


| become town districts. 
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which this instruction should be givea, 
and that the remaining three days should 
be devoted to Cowper-Temple teaching. 
That was specifically stated by a repre- 
sentative of the Government sitting on 
the front Bench. He thought the 
Amendment as it stood was open to grave 
objection, and it was faultily drafted. 


If also seemed to him to be based upon a 
| very peculiar reading 


of the clause. 
The Parliamentary Secretary to the 
Board of Education had told them that 
a local education authority would not 
control denominational education, but if 
the words now proposed in the Amend- 
ment did not give the local authority full 
control then he did not know what con- 
As a matter of fact, they 
were giving the local authority exten- 
sive control in regard to this question, 
for it would have to settle the cardinal 
principles upon which the instruction 
would have to be given. He did not 
understand upon what grounds of ex- 
pediency or principle it was necessary 
that the local authority should have any 
control whatever in regard to this in- 
struction. The provision applied to a 
population of less than 5,000, but such 
country districts in the near future might 
Reference had 
often been made in these debates to a 
parish in Somersetshire which had 
15,000 inhabitants. That parish, not 
being an urban area within the definition 
given in this Bill, it must have 
Clause 3 instead of Clause 4 facilities. 
But if that parish desired to be in- 
corporated an urban district, it 
could immediately transfer itself from 
Clause 3 to Clause 4, and the local 
education authority would have to exer- 
cise control over religious instruction 
for which it had no responsibility. 


as 


'He thought the Amendment was open 
| to many grave objections. 


He objected 
to it on principle. It in no way 
carried out the pledge which had been 
given. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) said he _ preferred the 
clause as it stood, and, as the noble 
Lord opposite and his friends rejected 
what he could not but think was a con- 
cession on the part of the President of 
the Board of Education, he suggested 
that his right hon. friend should withdraw 








iil 


the Amendment, and so leave the differ- 
ence of opinion as to the interpretation to 
be placed on the clause exactly where it 
was. He thought it would be interpreted 
as meaning that religious instruction was 
not to be given on more than two morn- 
ings of the week. If the opponents 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s concession 
were so confident in their own reading 
of the section that they were willing 
to accept it without the Amendment‘ 
he was not less confident of his interpreta- 
tion and he was equally willing to have the 
section without the Amendment which 
had given rise to this discussion. He 
suggested that the right hon. Gentleman 
should withdraw his Amendment. 


Education ( En gl and 


*Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University) 
said he did not in the least desire this 
so-called concession. He preferred the 
words as they stood originally. He 
had understood the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite to interpret the words 
meaning that there were to be facilities 
for religious instruction on two mornings 
aweek for every child, no matter 
whether it might be necessary for 
that purpose that such facilites should 
be extended over the whole of the five 
mornings a week. He and his friends 
looked upon all this as a miserable 
arrangement. 


as 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE(Wexford,N.) | 


said he was rather in favour of the Amend- 
ment. As he read it, what it meant was 
that, if it was found that, by reason of the 
number of children in the school, they 
could not get proper religious instruction 
on two days in the week, the local 
authority could allow those responsible 
for the school to spread the religious 


instruction over five mornings. That 
struck him as a very good and_ fair 


arrangement. 


Mr. BIRRELL said he did not propose 
to listen to the blandishments of either 
side. He proposed to adhere to his ow: 
stern course. He always construed the 
clause to mean that the children in a 
school were not to receive this special 
religious instruction on more than two 
days a week. He never contemplated 
the true construction of the clause to be 
that they were all of them to receive that 
religious education ou the same two days. 


Mr. Leif Jones. 


{COMMONS} 





und Wales) Bill. 1112 


He agreed with the roble Lord that this 
Amendment was not a concessicn to the 
other side. It was an Amendment which 
ne regarded as necessary in consequence 
of the difterence of opinion waich existed 
on both sides of the House as to the true 
construction of the clause. In the face 
of the opposition from both sides of the 
House he thought the Amendment a 
reasonable and proper one. It secured 
what was the intention of the clause. 


*Str WILLIAM ANSON said that 
what they on the Opposition side 
understood was that no child could 


receive religious instruction on more 
than two days a week, but that for the 
convenience of those attending a school 
such instruction could be given on five 
mornings a week. That was also the 
view of the right hon. Gentleman, and he 
believed it was a perfectly correct view. 
It was the right hon. Gentleman’s own 
supporters who wished to have a limita- 
tion of the facilities to two mornings a 
week, and it was fore that reason that the 
right hon. Gentleman introduced this 
proposal to make the clause perfectly 
clear. There was no doubt that somebody 
must decide how often the denomina- 
tional teaching should be given, but he 
could not believe that it should be 
left to the local education . authority, 
which they had been told by,the Parlia- 
mentary Secretary to the Board of 
Education had no control whatever over 
religious teaching. Who was to decide 
whether the religious education was sufli- 
cient or the teachers were efficient ? 
In the rural areas the managers of the 
schools would be under great disabilities. 
There was no provision in the Bill for 
the representatives of the denomination 


on the management or on the local 
authority. Under the Act of 1902 the 


management very fairly represented the 
religious opinion of the denomination, 
but under the Bill as it now stood the 
managers would consist of four repre- 
sentatives chosen by the local education 
authority, and two by the minor local 
authority. Probably they would not be 
able to say anything about the efficiency ol 
the religious instruction. The Minister for 
Education had talked about the denomi- 
nation running riot over the schools, 
but considering that the facilities for 
religious instruction were to be given 
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only between nine and half-past nine 
in the morning of two days in the week, 
that the expense of the instruction was | 
to be borne by the denomination, and | 
that the instruction was not to be given | 
by the school teachers, but by others, 
how could i be said that the denomina- 
tion would run riot over the schools ? 
Surely, somebody representing the | 
denomination or the teachers should 
be allowed to settle whether the teaching | 
could be conveniently given on two| 
mornings a week to all the children. | 
The local authority ought not to be) 
invited to come in and decide as to the | 
length of time during which the religious | 
teaching was to be given. 


vducation (England 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he welcomed 
the Amendment, if only because it defi- 
nitely laid down that the matter was to 
be determined by the local authority. 
He thought the President of the Board 
of Education had carried out his promise 
with perfect fairness. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, Os- 
westry) moved as an Amendment to 
the proposed Amendment to add after 
the word “school” on line 4, the 
words “‘or the teachers available.” The 
reason for this Amendment was to make 
it perfectly clear that some consideration 
should be given to the number of religious | 
teachers available for giving the denomi- 
national instruction. If the ordinary | 
teachers of the schools were not to be | 
available for giving religious instruction, | 
the field for drawing religious teachers | 
from would be comparatively small. 
The danger of the Amendment as it 
stood was that the local authority might 
say that they had only to consider the 
accommodation in the school, and 
the number of classes ; that there were so 
many children, and that two teachers 
would be quite enough to give them the | 
religious instruction. But if there were 
a large number of children and only | 
one teacher available it might be neces- 
sary for that teacher to come in on more 
than two mornings a week. | 


Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R., | 
Barkston Ash) seconded the Amendment. | 
He was quite sure that the right hon. | 
Gentleman meant to carry out his under- | 
taking effectually, but it was perfectly | 
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!obvious that in certain districts there 
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would be great difficulty in finding the 
requisite number of teachers. Therefore 
that was a consideration which ought to 
enter into the minds of the local authority. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 
“In line 4, after the word ‘ schcol,’ to insert 


the words ‘or the teachers available.’ ”— 
(Mr. Bridgeman.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment to the Bill.” 


Mr. BIRRELL said he appreciated 
the point of the Amendment to his 
Amendment, and would meet it if he 
could. But he feared that if the pressure 
which the clause put on the denomina- 
tions to secure sufficient teachers for 
giving the religious instruction on two 
days of the week were removed, the 
religious instruction would extend over 
three or four days of the week, which 
was undesirable save where it was 
absolutely necessary. He therefore could 
not accept the Amendment. 


*Viscount MORPETH (Birmingham, 
S.) hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would consider this matter a_ little 
more. He had said that there had been 
a little misunderstanding about the 
clause, but if there was any misunder- 
standing in the House it was quite 
clear that there would be more misunder- 
standing in the country. The clause 
bound the local authority to give this 
teaching on two days a week, supposing 
that certain conditions were fulfilled. 
Those conditions had reference to the 
accommodation of the schools and the 
number of classes, and he thought they 
should, in accordance with the Amend- 
ment of his hon. friend, insert a provision 
that regard should be had tothe number 
of teachers available. The schoolmaster, 
unfortunately, was to be debarred from 
giving the religious instruction, and his ex- 
perience of the country was that if 
the schoolmaster did not give the teach- 
ing the only available person was the 
clergyman. The pressure put by the 
clause, according to the President of the 
Board of Educstion, could not £ be 
effective, as pressure could not produce 
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persons to give the teaching who were 
not in existence. As, therefore, only 
one teacher was available, it was 
obvious that the religious instruction 
must be spread over the week. 


Education (England 


Lorp BALCARRES thought the 
reply of the right hon. Gentleman, 
though not favourable, was far from 
being hostile. Perhaps in Parliamentary 


phrase the Minister for Education | 
would take into consideration the | 


desirability of inserting these words 
under which regard would have to be had 
to the number of teachers available. 
The accommodation and the number 
of classes had to be taken into account, 
and why should not the number of 
teachers available be also considered ? 
He did not understand the right hon. 
Gentleman’s statement that if the pres- 
sure which the clause put on to denomina- 
tions to secure sufficient teachers for 
giving the religious instruction on two 
days a week were removed that instruc- 
tion might extend over three or four days. 
He did not see how the right hon. Gentle- 
man applied it and it appeared to him to 
be rather a non sequiter. He thought 
that this teacher question was one upon 
which the owners of schools and the 
teachers could not consider that they had 
been justly treated. Clause 3 schools 
were called country schools, but it did not 
follow that they would not exist in the 
middle of London or Manchester, al- 
though no doubt the difficulty would be 
to know how te manage in the country 
districts. In many country districts in 
this country if they excluded the pro- 
fessional teacher from giving religious 
instruction it would be extremely difficult 
to find competent persons capable of 
instructing two, three, or four classes of 
children. It was upon country districts 
therefore where the teacher was er 
hypothesi less easily obtainable that they 
were placing this difficulty. He did not, 
however, think it was any good press- 
ing the matter, which he hoped would be 
considered at a later stage. 


* Mr. R. PEARCE (Staffordshire, Leek) 
hoped that the Minister for Education 
would not be led away in this little matter 
charm the Opposition never so wisely. 
He was acquainted with country districts 


Viscount Morpeth. 
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and he did not think that there would be 
any difficulty in getting plenty of teachers, 
Ii the clergyman was not available 
there was his wife, daughter, or curate, 
and failing them he had no doubt that 
the neighbouring Wesleyan or other 
Nonconformist ministers would gladly 


take part in this particular instruction 
'at the beginning of the school day if 


were offered a share of the 
rent that was going. In the 
anatomy of the general body of educa- 
tion, when they were discussing facilities 
extended facilities it reminded 
him of the appendix and that little tail 
bone at the end of the spinal column 
said to be superfluous parts of the human 
body, which some persons wished 
should be excised altogether, but which 
must be of some use. He was glad the 
Minister for Education proposed to retain 
these little parts while he was so building 
up the whole body of education in this 
country that the head of it might 
be thoroughly well developed and the 
heart of it brought into harmony with 
the wishes of those who desired to com- 
bine, if they could, some measure of 
religious instruction with the secular 
education of the children. 


they 


Lorp R. CECIL wished the speech 
which had just been delivered had been 
delivered in a fuller House, because the 
argument of the hon. Member was worthy 
of the attitude which had been taken up 
in regard to this Amendment. The 
hon. Member had likened religious in- 
struction to those injurious parts of the 
human frame which were best dealt 
with by excisions, and had also said that 
if the clergyman could not give religious 
instruction it might be‘ dealt with by the 
Nonconformist minister, whowould be paid 
a salary. What was the objection of the 
right hon. Gentleman to this particular 
Amendment? It was the fact that there 
might be difficulty on the part of the local 
education authority in finding out what 
teachers were available. That was the one 
argument to which the right hon. Gentle- 
man attached importance. He did not 
quite understand why the right hon. 
Gentleman took that view. The allo- 
cation of these two days had now been 
thrown on the local education authority, 
whilst before the Amendment was pro- 
posed they understood it was to be left 
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to the owners to settle the two days 
upon which religious instruction was to 
be given. How could the local authority 
settle which of the two days would be 
most convenient for the teaching of the 
denominational religion? The only way 
they could do so was by a local inquiry. 
It could not be done without. The local 
conditions must be ascertained. The 
local authority would have to have 
some manager or someone with whom 
they could correspond for the purpose 
of ascertaining the every-day detail of 
the working of the school. If they had 
someone with whom to correspond, it 
was perfectly easy to ask: ‘“ What are 
th: teachers available in your judgment 
for giving this denominational instruc- 
tion?” That was all the Amendment 
said, and surely it was a reasonable 
thing. He saw no more difficulty in 
the way of the local education authority’s 
obtaining information on this point 
than of obtaining their information on any 
other. It was not a question of paying 
for a good teacher. If it were only the 
cost of a good teacher, the difficulty 
would never arise. The case they were 
dealing with was one when the con- 
ditions might be and very often were 
that the clergyman was the only edu- 
cated man in the parish. That was not 
at all an uncommon state of things in 


the rural parishes of England. It was 
far more common than hon. Members 


believed, and he could give some very 
pathetic instances to the House. Such 
a condition of things could not be met 
by any amount of payment. It was 
not a question of the managers being 
reluctant to obtain the best men possible ; 
they would be only too desirous of getting 
the best man. He agreed with the hon. 
Member for North Camberwell to an ex- 
tent that the admission of outsiders into 
a school interfered with the discipline, 
and on that ground he thought it was 
desirable that the teachers should give 
this education, but the House had 
decided against him on that, and there 
was nothing more to be said. He 
thought every argument was in favour 
of the Amendment of his hon. friend. 


and that on the educational and 
religious arguments, as well as from 


the point of view of general convenience, 
the Amendment ought to be accepted. 
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Mr. BIRRELL could not bring himself 


to think that the Amendment was really 
necessary. He did not like to putin such 
words as “the number of teachers 
available,” because that would depend 
a little on the pains taken to procure 
them, and if there was no temptation 
to secure teachers very little trouble 
would be taken about it. People would 
say, ‘‘ We have a very good teacher, and 
that is enough.” They ought to have 
a Clause which did put some pressure on 
the denominations to procure a teacher. 
It seemed to him very lamentable that 
there should be such destitution of 
teaching power in subjects connected 
with religion, such destitution that they 
rarely found anybody to come in. 


Viscount MORPETH said there were 
many people capable of giving such teach- 
ing who were engaged in earning their 
daily bread, and therefore were not avail- 
able in the middle of the morning to come 
and teach religion in the schools. 


Mr. BIRRELL said it was a lament- 
able state of things that there was 
such destitution. To give an intelligent 


lesson to very young children was 
very difficult. They could not limit 
the number of teachers available for 


these classes, because the one thing that 
the managers had to satisfy themselves 
about was the efficiency of the teachers. 
The insertion of such words would be 
dangerous, as suggesting to the denom1- 
nation that they did not need to take 
any pains to secure teachers. Therefore, 
though he did not wish to limit the number 
of teachers available, he did not think 
he ought to make that a condition. 


*Mr. BUTCHER said that he ad- 
mitted that it was not reasonable to object 
to the local authorities having some real 
control over the schools which they 
required for carrying on the education of 
the country. The right hon. Gentleman, 
however, seemed to have lost sight of the 
fact that in leaving it to the local 
authorities to settle the days and hours 
when this instruction was to be given he 
handed over to them incidentally much 
larger powers of control; he allowed 
them to say not only when, but how the 
teaching should be given, though they 
did not employ the teachers or pay 
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their salaries. It seemed to him| therefore, think that the right hon, 
that the number of teachers was] Gentleman would go at all beyond his own 
one of the most material points | intentions in this clause if he put in 
to be taken into consideration. A these limiting words, thereby suggesting 


hostile local authority might bring strong 
pressure upon the owners to have a larger 
staff, in order to compress the religious 
teaching of a special character into two 
mornings of the week; and yet, as 
everybody knew, it would be as much 
as ever they could hope for if they 
got two competent teachers in any 


that the paucity of teachers in some 
districts would be a sufficient justification 
for holding religious instruction on more 
than two days of the week. 


Question put. 
The House 


divided :—Ayes, 108; 





village of rural England. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,Rt. Hn.SirAlex.F, 
Ambrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(City Lond. ) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Beach, Hn. MichaelHugh Hicks 
Boland, John 

Bowles, G. Stewart 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 

Cave, George 

Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, EF.) 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craik, Sir Henry 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Doughty, Sir George 
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Mr. RAWLINSON moved as an Amend- | 
ment to the proposed Amendment to | 
insert alter “‘ classes,” * or | 


‘ 


the words “ or 
children.” Tt was almost a verbal Amend- 
ment. All that they were getting in the 
way of concession was that the teaching of 
this religious instruction was to be given 
out of school hours at the expense of 
the people who wanted to give it, leaving | 
it to the local education authority to 
determine on which days it should be | 
given. All that was asked in this Amend- 
ment was that the local education | 
authority with absolute discretion might | 
take into consideration not only the 
accommodation of the school and the | 
number of classes, but the number of | 
children who had to be taught. 


Mr. CAVE seconded. 
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Me. A. J. BALFOUR said it was not 
merely the number of children that 
determined the number of the classes, but 
also the age of the children. He thought 
his hon. friend who had moved this 
Amendment would have been better 
advised if he had said the number and 
ages of the children. It was quite clear 
that the whole subject was not exhausted 
by accommodation and classes.  Per- 


haps the word that was superfluous was 


classes, because accommodation did im- 


_ ply the number of class-rooms. At any rate 


the Amendment to the Amendment was 
an improvement, and he was utterly un- 
able to see what objection there could be 
to it. The managers had no voice in 


| this matter at all, and there was no 
| appeal. 
local authority to decide. 
/ment believed that the local authority 


It rested absolutely with the 
The Govern- 


were capable of dealing with the matter, 


Amendment proposed to the proposed | 
Amendment— 


‘‘In line 4, after the word ‘classes,’ to insert | 
the words ‘or children.’ ”—(Mr. Rawlinson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words | 

. . | 

be there inserted in the proposed Amend- | 
ment.” 
| 


Mr. LOUGH said he was sorry it 


would be impossible to accept this 
Amendment. They could not extend 


the points of conflict in discussing these 
matters between the local authorities and 
the trustees of the school. He thought 
the object the hon. Gentleman had in 
view was sufficiently secured by the 
word “ accommodation ” im the Govern- 
ment’s Amendment. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN considered the 
reply which had been given was not 
satisfactory, as accommodation — had 
nothing to do with the number of 
children in attendance. He hoped some 
better reply to the Amendrnent would be 
given. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES pointed out that the 
number of classes was largely determined 
by the number of children. He thought 
the Amendment superfluous. 





absolutely to determine. 


and they had handed it over to them 
Surely there 
could be no objection to making the 
small concession that was asked for by this 
Amendment. 


Mr. LANE-FOX said he did not quite 


| understand the meaning of these words. 
'It was quite possible that there might 


be more than one class of more than one 
denomination. [Cries of “No.”] He 
thought it would be possible for different 
denominations to have classes. The 
number of children in each class was a 
very material point. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Main Question again proposed, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR desired to place 
on record the very important fact that 
the Government, by introducing this 
Amendment, had expressed, not for the 
first time, their view that it was the 
business of the local authority to deal, 
not merely with undenominational reli- 
gion, but with questions affecting the 
denominations. That was an important 
admission, and it might conceivably at 
some subsequent period be of great 
value. 
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Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 

Hardy, Laurence(Kent.Ashford 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Houston, Robert Paterson 
Hunt, Rowland 

King, Sir Henry Seymour(Hull) | 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 
Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) | 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Magnus, Sir Philip 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Nield, Herbert | 
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Thomas, SirA. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr) 
Thomasson, FranklIn 
Thompson, J.W.H.(Somerset,E 
Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H De. R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Wardle, George J. 

Wason, JohnCathcart (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8S. 

Watt, H. Anders on 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax.) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williamson, A. 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. 'T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, IT’. M‘Kinnon 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. Pease 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Rasch, Sir Frederick Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts, 8. (Sheffield Ecclesall) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 


| Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 
| Thornton, Percy M. 
| Valentia, Viscount 


Walrond, Hon. Lionel 


TELLERS FOR THE Nogs—Mr. 
Rawlinson and Sir Frederick 
Banbury. 


a simple question, but in another sense 
it was not easy to answer. 
section read— 


The sub- | 


“No part of the expense of giving religious 
instruction of a special character under this 
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section shall be paid by the local education 
authority.” 


In introducing the Bill the Minister for | 


Education said that the costly administra- | 
tion which the vexatious dual system 


involved would come to an end under | 


this measure. So far from that expec- 
tation being fulfilled under this clause, | 
the difficulty would continue in a more 
aggravated form than before. It would | 
be more difficult in the future than in 
the past to apportion the expenses, 
because there would be two forms of 
religious instruction given in the same 
school by different teachers, and very 
often at the same time. What prin- 
ciple had the Financial Secretary or the 
Department laid down with regard to 
the apportionment of the expenses ? 
This was, after all, 
not concern the 


local authorities. It 


was one which to a large extent con- | 


cerned the central department. He 
also asked why there was 
difference between the wording of this sub- 


section in regard to the payment of the 


expense and the language used in the | 


analogous sub-section of Clause 4. 
Under Clause 4 the local authority was 


only debarred from paying the cost of | 


the teachers. What was the meaning 
of this distinction ? 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“ In 


page 3, line 4, to leave out the word 
‘giving.’ ?— 
6 o 


(Lord Balcarres,) 
Question proposed, ‘That the word 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


Bill.” 


THe SOLICITOR-GENERAL (Sir W. 


Rosson, South Shields) said the clause | 


was perfectly straightforward and clear. | 
It laid it down that no part of the expense 
of giving religious instruction of a special | 
character should be paid by the local 
education authority. He could scarcely 
see how, as the noble Lord seemed to 
imagine, there would be a difficulty in the 
adjustment of accounts. 
might arise as between two persons 
enjoying the same building for different 
purposes, but here they were dealing 
simply with the expense attaching to one 
particular item of instruction, and saying 
that that expense was not to fall on the 
local authority. 
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a matter which did | 


such a! 


Some difficulty | 


With regard tothe other | 
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| question of the noble Lord, he saw no 
distinction in substance between the 
language of Clause 3 and the wording of 
| C lause 4 in this respect. 


*StR WILLIAM ANSON pointed out that 
there was a discrepancy in the wording 
of Clauses 3 and 4 in regard to this sub- 
| ject. The Solicitor- General had treated 
| the matter as though it were more simple 
than it really was. The wording of the 
‘two clauses pointed to a distinction 
| between the cost of the teaching and 
| the cost of providing books, and premises 
in a suitable condition for teaching, 
and perhaps the Parliamentary Secretary 
might be able to give the House some 
‘enlightenment onthe subject. The noble 
Lord who moved the Amendment had 
referred to the difficulty which would 
arise in the adjustment of the expenditure, 
and the difference in the phraseology of 
the two clauses needed a great deal of 
explanation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
put one or two questions to the Solicitor- 
General. Under Clause 3 it was provided 
that the denomination was to pay for 
firing, lighting, service, and books, while 
| under Clause 4 the denomination was not 

to pay for those things, but was to pav a 
fraction of the teacher’s salary. What 
was the significance underlying the 
difference of phraseology in the two cases ? 
| What they wanted to know was why the 
Government had adopted phrasec logy of 
wholly different significance in the two 
i sections. He had too great confidence in 
the Government draftsmen not to feel 
that there was some difference in substance 
'underlying the difference in language. 
Only one inference could be drawn. The 
only possible interpretation to be given 
| to the difference of phraseology in the 
two cases was that there must be some- 
| thing behind it. He would like to know 
how the allocation of expenditure was 
to be divided between the local education 
authority and the denomination? Was 
it to be on a time principle ? 





Str W. ROBSON said that the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion seemed to be mixing up the cost 
of giving religious instruction with the cost 
of giving facilities for religious instruction, 
The only thing that was exempt from 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR 
waited with anxiety for the explanation. 
He understood that the Government 
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the obligation of the local authority | 
was the cost of giving religious instruction. | 


said he had | 


now laid down that there was a distinction | 


between the cost of giving religious 
instruction and the cost of granting 
facilities for religious instruction. He 
confessed that the distinction had not 


occurred to him. But he should like | 
to know what constituted the cost of 


giving religious instruction as distinct 
from the cost of giving facilities for 
religious instruction. Was the denomina- 


tion to pay what he might call the; 


establishment expenses, that was to say, 
the cost of keeping the school warm. 
clean, and lighted during that period 
of the two days per week to be devoted 
to religious instruction ? If the allocation 
of the cost was to be decided by the 
local education authority he was sure 
that it would produce bitterness. 


Mr. PAUL (Northampton) said he 
wished to ask what was the precise effect 
of the Amendment of the hon. Member 
who proposed to omit the word * giving ” 
in Clause 3. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said it was not his 
business to decide that. He supposed 
the noble Lord moved the Amendment 
to obtain some enlightment as to what 
was meant by the word “ giving.” 


Dr. MACNAMARA said he was as- 
tonished that the right hon. Gentleman 
did not see why the phraseology was 
wholly diferent in Clauses 3 and 4. The 
effect of Clause 3 was to exclude the 
teachers, and the purpose of Clause 4 
was to include the teachers: but the 
intention of both clauses was that during 
the time of religious instruction the cost 
of heating, lighting, and possibly books 
was to be a charge upon the local au- 
thority. 


*Str HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) thought it was 
desirable that they should have an in- 
terpretation from some one in authority 
as to the meaning of these words, and 
that they should not be left to interpret 
them for themselves or 


Sir W. Robson. 


to follow aj right to 
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merely legal construction. He wished to 
know from the Secretary to the Board 
of Education whether this provision was 
in accordance with his own views or 
with the Code issued by the Education 
Department. In the Code the questions 
of instruction and the equipment neces- 
sary for instruction were entirely sepa- 
rated and were dealt with in different 
chapters cf the Code. Were they under 
this Bill providing for a different state 
of things / 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL said the point 
which had been raised was very im- 
portant and he thought they were en- 
titled to an answer. They ought to 
know whether the interpretation — in 
regard to facilities under Clause 3 was 
to be the same as it was under Clause 4. 
When the Solicitor-General spoke he 
thought that the interpretation was the 
same, but notwithstanding the fact that 
maintenance was included under Clause 4 
it was not included under Clause 3. 


Sik W. ROBSON 
and hon, Gentlemen 
mixing up the cost of giving religious 


said right hon. 
seemed to be 


instruction with the cost of giving 
facilities for religious instruction. For 


himself, he drew a distinction between 
the facilities and the — instruction 
itself. The facilities were one thing, 
the instruction given im consequence 


of them was another. The _ facili- 
ties were alike except in the matter 
of degree under both sections. That 


was to say under both clauses a school 
was provided with facilities, and one 
would assume that it should be a reason- 
able facility and that it should not be a 
facility incompatible with the imstrue- 
tion to be given. When once they had 
given the facilities which were part of 
the consideration upon which the local 
authority took over the school, the 
local authority could not complain of 
the cost of the facilities, but the facilities 
having been supplied the cost of in- 
struction did not fall upon the local 
authority. The only thing that was 
exempt from the obligation of the 
local authority was the cost of giving 
religious instruction. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he had no 
speak again, but he wished 
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to know whether facilities included | or the cost of maintenance and the 


maintenance 2 


Sir W. ROBSON: If the right hon. 
Gentleman asks my opinion—— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I ask for the 


view of the Government. 


Sirk W. ROBSON said the Govern- 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


important matter. 


establishment charges of the school ? 


*Mr. CAVE said that owing to the 
answers given by the hon and learned 
Gentleman this had become rather an 
They were now told 
that, while no part of the expense of giving 


religious instruction would come out of 


ment had not had a Cabinet meeting | 


on this subject, but he was giving 
the right hon. Gentleman his own opinion 
and in his view the word did include 
maintenance, 


Mr. EVELYN CECIL said they wanted 


ment and of the Cabinet, and until they 
got that he did not think the House 
was being properly treated. They had 
had a kind of a statement from the hon. 
and learned Gentleman which did not 
carry them very much further than they 
were before. They were entitled to know 
whether the maintenance, the lighting 
and the upkeep of the school, was to be 
paid for by the local authority or whether 
it was not, and until they got that 
information he did not think they could 
be expected to refrain from going to a 
division. It was not sufficient for them 
to have the opinion of the Law Officer 
of the Crown, excellent, no doubt, as it 
was ; they were entitled to know what was 
the policy of the Government, and that 
policy ought to be clearly defined. 


Viscount HELMSLEY (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk) wanted to know, in the ab- 
sence of the Minister for Education and 
the incapacity of the Solicitor-General to 
speak on behalf of the Government, who 
was entitled to speak on behalf of the 
Government. Thev had the Parliamentary 
Secretary in the House and he surely was 
competent to statethe viewsof the Govern- 
ment upon this matter, vet they had had 


no answer to the question put to the. 
Front Bench. The Minister for Edu-- 
cation had just come in and was now in| 
his place ; he was perfectly confident that | 


The 


they would now get an answer. 


question was what was included in the | 
Was it) 


giving of religious instruction. 


' local authority. 
a statement of the policy of the Govern- | 


the rates, the cost of giving facilities for 
religious teaching would. Or, in other 
words, that while the salary of the teacher 
giving religious teaching and the cost of 
religious books would be provided by the 
denominations, the apportioned amount of 
rent and tke cost of lighting, heating and 
other like charges attributable to the 
religious teaching would be borne by the 
He understood that 
was the opinion of the learned Solicitor- 
(reneral, than whom there was no man 
better qualified to give an opinion, 
but what they desired to know was 
whether that was the view of the 
Government. 


BIRRELL said his miserable 
meal seemed to have given umbrage 
again. His hon. and learned friend the 
Solicitor-General had given an answer by 
which he (Mr. Birrell) was perfectly willing 
to be bound, because it entirely agreed 


Mr. 


with his own sentiments that the 
question turned on the meaning of 
the words “giving religious instruc 
tion.” The words meant that the 
local education authority had not 


to pay a part towards the religious 
teaching. That was an obligation on 
the denomination which had to supply 
the teaching and the books necessary. 
But the obligation to keep the school 
going in respect of heating, lighting, 
and so on would fall on the local educa- 
tion authority. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. RAWLINSON moved an Amend- 
ment to provide that where there was any 
dispute as to the facilities granted under 
Clause 3 there should be a right of appeal 
to the Board of Education. He might say 
at once that if the words of the Amend- 
ment were not acceptable he would be 
quite willing to adopt the words of 
Clause 4. This was an Amendment 


only the cost of the teacher and books! to which he attached some importance. 
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It gave a right of appeal where there { they did not get the facilities they desired, 
was any dispute as to the giving of facilities | but also to the local education authority 
under Clause 3. There was an appeal! if they did not get the kind of religious 
given with regard to the facilities given | instruction for which they bargained. 
under Clause 4, and he saw no reason | 
why the same right of appeal should]! Mr. RAWLINSON said the Amend- 
not be given under Clause 3. They | ment was bilateral. 

had just finished a discussion upon the 
question of affording time under this! Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR said he was 
section for the facilities to be given for} not a lawyer, and he therefore apologised 
religious instruction on two mornings | to the hon. Gentleman if he thought 
a week. The local authority was to| this Amendment did not contain a 
determine both the morning and the} bilateral arrangement. But he was sure 
time. The House knew now that the} the hon. Gentleman would not mind 
local authority was also to pay the having this made perfectly clear. He 
maintenance charges. Let them assume} would suggest that words should be 
that the local education authority| added such as “religious instruction 
declined to give reasonable facilities! of a special character,” or “ having 
during the religious hour. Let them regard to the character of the religious 
assume that they refused to give heat or | instruction given.” This was a matter 
light during that period—and in the} which undoubtedly required to be dealt 
opinion of a very large number of Mem-| with. The local education authority 
bers a very short time ago they would | under this Bill made arrangements with 
have been within their rights in doing | the owners or trustees, and one of the 
so—much friction would arise. Diffi-| conditions was that facilities should 
culties must arise with regard to the|be given for religious instruction of 
facilities, and it was for all those reasons | a special kind. The special religious 
that he ventured to urge that this! instruction for which facilities were to be 
Amendment should be accepted. He| given would in the case of a Church 
ventured to submit that his argument | school be instruction in the principles of 
for the Amendment was strengthened | the Church of England. Was it to be 
by the fact that in Clause 4 where the open to the representatives of the Church 
difficulties that were expected to arise | in a locality to give any instruction they 
were no greater the right of appeal had | thought compatible with these principles 
already been given. He begged to move. | without any sort of appeal whatsoever ? 
Quite recently manuals of religious 
Mr. LANE-FOX formally seconded | instruction for use in Church schools 





the Amendment. had formed a topic of inquiry, and the 
yreatest exception had been taken to 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— — | some of = them. There were manuals 


“In page 3, line 6, at the end, to insert | Which in the Roman Catholic Church 
the words, ‘If any question arises as to the | would have a most legitimate position, 
facilities afforded under this section for the | }yt which in the Church of England 


giving of religious instruction of a special bigs Se are my; 
character such question may be determined by ought not to be circulate d at all. This 
the Board of Education.’ ”—(Mr. Rawlinson.) | was the kind of thing the local education 


}authority might be confronted with, 

Question proposed, “ That those words | and he wanted to know what kind of 
be there inserted in the Bill.” | appeal the local education authority 
would have if the parents came to it 
Mr. AUSTIN TAYLOR (Liverpool, | and said that they objected to their 
East Toxteth) was unable to admit that | children on two days a week being 
the exact wording of the Amendment | instructed in these matters, and called 
commended itself to him. He was| upon the local authority to protect them. 
surprised that the hon. Gentleman} Under this Bill there was not the 
had not embodied in the Amend-| smallest likelihood of any right of 
ment a bilateral arrangement by which | appeal. He would read the titles of 
an appeal could be given not merely|some of the manuals that had been 
to the representatives of the school if] issued for the instruction of the young 


Mr. Rawlinson. 
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in these schools, “‘ Catholic Prayers for 
the Church of England Pupil,” “A 
Mass Book for Children,” ‘* Catholic 
Devotions for Young People,” “ Hours 
with the Blessed Virgin Mary; a 
Little Office according to the Sarum 
Breviary.” He hoped that hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite, and more particularly 
the noble Lord the Member for East 
Marylebone, would recognise the fairness 
of the appevl he was making, and support 
him in inducing the hon. Gentleman who 
had moved the Amendment to widen it in 
the direction he had indicated. He was 
certain that had it not been for the sort of 
thing he had alluded to there would never 
have been this Education Bill or the 
necessity for it. He did hope even at the 
eleventh hour some kind of appeal might 
be possible especially in the rural villages 
and singe school areas in which action of 
this kind had given rise to intense feeling 
amongst Nonconformists. 


Education (England 


Sir WILLIAM ANSON pointed out 
that it was for the parents and not the 
local education authority to inquire into 
the character of the religious teaching. 
When any question arose now as to the 
facilities afforded an appeal was open to 
the Board of Education. The parents 
might appeal either to the owners or the 
local authority to take up their cause, but 
the local authority could not inquire into 
the nature of the religious instruction. As 
the clause now stood if the local author- 
ity interposed obstacles in the way of 
religious instruction there was no appeal 
to anybody. His hon. friend in his 
Amendment proposed to give an appeal 
to the Board of Education. He knew 
there was a great objection to throwing 
more work upon the Board of Education, 
which was already loaded with heavy 
responsibilities under this Bill, but that 
was the fault of the Bill and not the 
fault of the House of Commons. He 
hoped the Government would agree that 
there should be an appeal to the Board 
of Education in cases which he hoped 
would very rarely arise. 


Mr. HEDGES (Kent, Tonbridge) said 
that in the existing state of religious 
feeling in this country he did not think 
they could exclude the consideration of 
those varying opinions of which they 
had had so many striking illustrations 
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within the last few weeks. They ought 
to bear in mind the possibility of these 
difficulties arising. The Amendment con- 
templated an arrangement by which the 
difficulties complained of could be settled, 
but it should not be overlooked that there 
were difficulties of a more serious nature 
which should also have an opportunity of 
settlement. This Amendment had a 
very distinct bearing on and reference to 
the previous discussion which had taken 
place, over which there had been much 
altercation and difference of opinion. 
The difficulties which might arise in 
connection with the taking over of a 
school seemed te him to be covered by 
Clause 8, under which the rent and 
financial arrangements were provided for 
and regulated. In case difficulties arose 
in regard to facilities they appeared to be 
covered by the regulations contained in 
the clause to which he had referred. He 
should have thought that the only 
question which could arise in relation 
to these difficult matters would be one 
which would be quite sufficient to restrain 
the hon. and learned Member opposite 
from persisting in his Amendment, be- 
cause the difficulties which would be 
raised if his Amendment were carried 
would be very much greater than any 
relief that could be possibly afforded 
under it. 


Mr. BIRRELL confessed that he was 
somewhat averse to an appeal to the 
Board of Education under such very wide 
terms as were now proposed. He 
could only say that in this matter, as the 
House already knew, they had left 
the local education authority to decide 
questions, much to the annoyance of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, as to the accom- 
modation of the schools, and whether the 
two days should run over into three, 
four, or five, and it would be impossible 
for the Board of Education in an appeal 
under this Bill to override the local 
authority. Hon. Members talked of an 
appeal to the Board of Education as 
though it could by a stroke of the 
pen produce peace and quiet in the 
minds of an agitated local authority. 
That was not the case, and in this matter 
they were bound, whether they liked it 
or not, to leave it in the hands of 
the local authority. The mode gin 
which facilities were to be granted 
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was a very small question indeed, and 
he could not believe that opportunities 
for dispute and discussion would arise 
often. If the local education authority 
were determined not to take over any 
schools in which facilities were to be 
granted they would not take them over. 
If they were desirous to take them over, he 
was certain that these facilities—most 
modest facilities—would not give rise to 
any sort of dispute at all. He hoped 
that the class of questions referred to 
by his hon. friend below the gangway 
would not arise. ‘“ Use and wont” was 
the substance of this clause, and he 
hoped that appeals to the Board of 
Education—not so much to himself for he 
was already a shadow—would not be 
numerous. It was a serious drawback 
that for some years to come there 
had been imposed on the Board of 
Education a very heavy task, and the 
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thing was to limit its work to matters of 
real importance and not to multiply 
the right of appeal so as to induce people 
who otherwise would settle matters for 
themselves to say, “ Here the Legislature 
has suggested a way in which I can 
settle my grievance, and I insist on the 
Board of Education adjudicating on this 
point.” He did not ask hon. Gentle- 
men opposite to be satistied, but he did 
ask them to believe that the local educa- 
tion authority, having the matters in 
their hands, would deal fairly with them 
to the extent to which the law allowed 
them to go. On the part of the Board 
of Education he could not accept the 
Amendment. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 139 ; Noes, 
213. (Division List 258.) 
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| O’Doherty, Philip 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Hare, Patrick 


| O'Kelly, James( Roscommon,N. 


O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 


| Redmond, John E, Waterford) 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts,S. (Sheftield, Ecclesall) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 


| Salter, Arthur Clavell 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Smith,Abel H (Hertford, East) 


| Smith,F E.(Liverpool, Walton) 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Smyth, Thomas F.(Leitrim, 8.) 
Starkey, John R- 














1141 


Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury | 
Thomson, W. Mitchell (Lanark) | 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Turnour, Viscount 


Education (England 


“.braham, William (Rhondda) | 
-.cland, Francis Dyke | 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. | 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling | 
Alden, Percy ; 
Allen, A Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Armitage, R. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hn. HerbertHenry | 
Astbury, John Meir 
Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
— Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) | 
Barlow John kE mmott(Somerset | 
Barlow, 7 rey (Bedford) 
Barnard, B. 

Barran, the Hirst 
Beauchamp, E. 

Feaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) | 
Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,Sir J.W illiams( De vonp rt | 


Benn, W.(T’w'r Hamlets,S.Geo. | 
Berridge, T. H. D. 
Bertram, Julius 


Bethell, J.H.( Essex, Romford) 
Bethell, 'T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billkon, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W.( Bedfordshire) 
Bolton, T.D.( Derbyshire, N.E ) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Brigg, John 
Bright, J. A. 
Brocklehurst, 
Brodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.F.L.(Lanes., Leigh) 
Brunner,Sir John T.(Cheshire) | 
Bryce, J.A.(Laverness Burghs) | 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
gurns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Taomas 
suxton,Rt.Ha.Sydney Charles | 
Cameron, Robert 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 
Coats,SirT.Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W 


Mr. Birrell, 
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Valentia, Viscount 

Waldron, Laurence Amprose 

Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E (Kent, Mid) 
Wilson, A aan E.R.) 
lw ortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuarts 
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| Cooper, G. J. 


Corbett,CH(Sussex,E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

| Craig, Herbert J.(Tynemouth) 
Crombie, John William 
Crostield, A. H. 

William J. 

Davies, David( Montgomery Co. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol,S.) 
| Dewar, Arthur(Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dickinson. W.H.(St.Panceras,N. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duncan, C.( Barrow-in-Furness) 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 
Eve, Harry 
Everett, R. 
Gi. 
YT. 


Trelawney 
Lacey 
H. (Boston) 
R. 


Ferens, 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Findlay, Alexander 


Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 

Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 

Fuller, John Michael F. 

Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJohn 

Glover, Thomas 

Goddard. Daniel Ford 

Greenwood, Hamar (York) 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 

Grove, Archibald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hn. Richard B. 

Hall, Frederick 

Hardie,J. ne Tydvil) | 

Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 

Harmsworth, | Cecil B. (Wore’r) 

Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 

Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 

Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 

Henderson,J.M.(Aberdeen, W.) | 

Henry, Charles 8. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., 8 

Higham, John Sharp 


| 
| 
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Younger, George 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES.— 
Mr. Rawlinson and Mr 


Lane-Fox. 


Hobart, Sir Robert 


| Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 





| Kelley, 


Hodge, John 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hooper, A. G. 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N . 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 
Illingworth, Percy H. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
George D. 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 


| Lamb, Edmund G.(Leominster 


Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leese,SirJosephF.( Accrington 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy( Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W. H.(Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 


| Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 


| Lough, 


| Macnamara, 


Thomas 
Lupton, Arnold 
Lyell, Charles 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester} 
Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs 
Dr. Thomas J. 
William 


Henry 


M‘Arthur, 


| M‘Callum, John M. 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 
Mallet, Charles E 

Mansfield, Harry (Northants) 


| Mansfield,H. Rendall (Lincoln) 


Marks, G. Croydon (Launcest’n 
Marnham, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

| Mond, A. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Vorawall) 
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Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson,Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Philipps,Col.Ivor(S’thampton) 
Philipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke 
Philipps,Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C.E.(Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, Robert John( Norfolk, E.) 
Priestley, W.E. B.( Bradford, E. ) 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Rees, J. D. 

Rendall, Athelstan 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Richards,T, F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
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Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt. Hon. E.( Dundee) 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott(Bradf’rd | 


Motion 


further consideration of the 
adjourned ”—(Mr. 


amended, be now 


made, and Question, ‘‘ That 
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Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rogers, F. E. Newman 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton-under-Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 
Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) | 
Taylor, Theodore C.(Radcliffe | 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) | 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) | 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr | 
Thomasson, Franklin | 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset,E | 





Mr. 


Bill, as 
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Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Toulmin, George 

‘Lrevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Vivian, Henr 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walsh, Stephen 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Warde, George J. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay, T. 
Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Watt H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williamson, A. 

Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, P. W. (St.Pancras,S.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T(Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. 
A. Pease. 


N.) 
not 
The delight- 


(Ayrshire, 





Birrell) put, and agreed to. 


Bill, as amended, to be further con- 
sidered to-morrow. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [LorDs] (By ORDER). 


Order for consideration, as amende], 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill, as amended, be now 
considered.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the debate be now adjourned,” 
(Mr. Lamont.) 





fui little island of Cumbrae was really 
dependent on the steamer services of the 
Glasgow and South Western Railway. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that the hon. 
Member could only speak to the Motion 
for the adjournment of the debate. 


*Mr. COCHRANE said he had no inten- 
tion of infringing on Mr. Speaker’s ruling. 
What he wanted to say was that an 
arrangement had been come to under 
the auspices of the Board of Trade 
between the railway company and the 
commissioners of the piers of Millport. 
The present Bill had absolutely nothing 
to do with the island of Cumbrae, or 
with the {dispute as to the tolls to be 
levied at the piers. It dealt only 
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with the purchase of land on the 
Ayrshire coast and the creation of 
golf-courses, etc. He ventured to sub- 
mit that it was an abuse of the rules 
of the House for an hon. Member to 
stop the progress of this Bill in order 
to compel the railway company to 
consent to something that he wanted. 
A conference had been arranged under 
the auspices of the Board of Trade to 
meet on Friday next, and this was an 
unwise attempt to endeavour to influence 
the railway company to grant more 
favourable terms than they otherwise 
would do at the conference. This cours2 
of procedure would have an exactly 
opposite effect, and the railway company, 
if they entered into the conference 
at all, would do so with a feeling that 
an endeavour was being made to 
take an unfair advantage over them. 
To take this opportunity of postponing 
the Bill was distinctly against the prin- 
ciple this House should adopt. He had 
talked with those interested in the pro- 
motion of the Bill, and he was interested 
in the welfare of this part of the country 
and the island of Cumbrae; and the 
only effect of postponing the discussion 
would be that the railway companies 
would withdraw the Bill. They distinctly 
said that if the hon. Member persevered 
in the course he had adopted, they 
would withdraw and the parts of the 
country in which he (the hon. Member) 
was interested would lose the money 
which would be spent under the Bill. 
The Glasgow and Western, and the Cale- 
donian railway companies as owners 
of the steamboats would not enter 
into negotiations in that friendly spirit 
they would otherwise adopt toward 
the borough of Millport, and in every 
possible way the hon. Member would be 
doing the greatest injury to the con- 
stituency he represented. He hoped they 
would try to deal with the Bill on its 
merits, If there was anything in the 
Bill to which the hon. Member objected 
on its merits he should state it, but he 
should not endeavour, himself being a 
party to this friendly conference be- 
tween the railway companies and the 
representatives of Millport to be held on 
July 27th, to place a weapon in the 
hands of one party to the dispute to exact 
terms from the other party. In the 
interest of the people of Millport and of 
the hon. Member's own constituency he 
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ought not to adopt his present attitude. 
The parties should be allowed to meet in 
friendly conference, without a feeling of 
resentment being created in the minds of 
the railway companies at the unfair 
attempt to upset the honourable under- 
taking to maintain the status quo, which 
formed the basis of the agreement for the 
conference, and the prospects ofa happy 
result would then be more favourable. 


*THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY To THE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
KEARLEY, Devonport) was sorry to say 
there had been a good deal of heat 
on both sides in the controversy, and he 
thought it would be in the interest of all 
parties to postpone the debate ; on Friday 
the parties concerned would meet. They 
could not get away from the fact that 
there had been a good deal of feeling 
revived on both sides by the Motion, but 
they were hopeful in the Board of Trade 
that they would be able to adjust matters, 
and it was in the interests of that con- 
ference that he asked hon. Members to 
agree to the adjournment of the debate. 
He was certain it was in the interests 
of all parties that the debate should be 
postponed. Reference had been made to 
blackmailing and endeavouring to extort 
harsh terms, but of course the hon. 
Member who was an old Parliamentary 
hand knew perfectly well that hon. 
Members had their opportunities and 
would take advantage cf them. The 
hon. Member was perfectly within his 
rights in what he had done, but he 
would press him to agree to the debate’s 
being adjourned. It would he in the 
interests of all parties, and he was 
perfectly certain that a settlement would 
be arrived at. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (City 
of London) said the Bill was a curious 
one. It had passed through all its stages 
in the Private Bill procedure which had 
been set up in Scotland, and it had also 
passed the House of Lords. Now on 
July 24th it had come down to this 
House. The Motion had been made te 
adjourn the debate, but no reasons were 
directly given for it, because the reason 
which had been assigned was entirely 
outside the scope of the Bill. The real 
reason had been admitted by the hon. 
Gentleman who had just sat down. 
Whilst endeavouring to say that black- 
mailing was wrong, he admitted that 
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attempts to blackmail were being made by 
saying that hon. Members had their oppor- 
tunities. What was to be gained by 
an adjournment? It was late in the 


session, and it would be impossible for | 


any real consideration to be given to the 
Bill next week. ‘They sat up the previous 
night to something like five o’clock, and 
yet when they had the opportunity 
within ten days of the adjournment of 
the House of considering a most important 
Scottish Bill, they were asked to adjourn 
the debate! He really thought it would 
be impossible to transact business in the 
interests of Private Bill legislation in 
that manner. Already railway com- 
panies had considered whether or not it 
was advisable ever to attempt to bring 
Private Bills to this House. Who was 
going to suffer by that? Tt would not be 
the railway companies, it would be the 
public and the working men. _ If the hon. 
Gentleman had any fault to find with any 
of the provisions of the Bill, now was 
his opportunity to endeavour to alter or 
amend those provisions. He did not do 
that, however, and he (the speaker) hoped 
that hon. Gentlemen on both sides of the 


House would consider the importance | 


of the matter, and not allow all the 
money and time which had been spent 
upon the Bill to be wasted. He re- 
membered in the last Parliament that hon. 
Members were most anxious that this 
Private Bill procedure should be set up 
in Scotland ; but what would be the use 
of it if every Bill which was approved 
by the Private Bill procedure in Scotland 
was to be objected to in this House, be- 
cause hon. Members wanted to put in 
something which the Bill did not contain, 


and not because they approved of anything | 


already included. 


Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire) said 
that hon. Members representing con- 
stituencies on the Clyde perhaps knew 
more about the matter than the hon. 
Member for the City of London, and he 
appealed to every Member of the House 
who was connected in any way whatever 
with railway interests, as he himself was, 
to believe that the adjournment was 
asked for in the interests of the railway 
company itself, and also in the interests 
of everyone concerned in the passenger 
and goods traffic. It would be purely in the 
interests of all parties, and he sincerely | 
trusted that the House would allow a_ 

Sir Frederick Banbury. 
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postponement for a few days in order 
| that this small local matter might be 
| harmoniously got out of the way. 


Mr. BONAR LAW said the Board of 
Trade had to perform an immense amount 
of work in connection with railway 
companies which went beyond their 
statutory powers, and it was 
perfectly certain that if the impression 
gained ground among railway companies 
that they did not get fair play, the right 
hon. Gentleman would tind it much more 
difficult to carry out the work he 
desired. It was the duty of the Board 


_of Trade to bring about an arrangement 


between the parties, but it was rather 
strong for the Parliamentary Secretary 
to come down to the House and turn round 
to one of the parties and say that if they 
did not adopt the course the majority 
of the House thought fit, then they would 
reject the Bill, especially when the 
matter in dispute had nothing whatever 
to do with the Bill. He (the speaker) 
dealt with the matter really without any 
party feeling. He had interest in the 
Board of Trade apart from any 
party, and he should be more sorry than 
he could express if he got the feeling 
that that Department was being used for 
political purposes. [Cries of “ Withdraw.” | 
He would not withdraw, unless the 
Speaker said he had said something which 
was unparliamentary, because what he 
had said was absolutely true. The 
| President of the Board of Trade had it 
in his power to exercise a certain amount 
of pressure, but, if this Bill were post- 
poned, there was distinct danger that 
it would be defeated altogether so far as 
this issue was concerned, for no other 
cause than that of delay. It was in the 
power of the right hon. Gentleman if he 
thought it his duty, and if he thought 
that the railway company had not acted 
fairly, to ask the House to reject the Bill 
on the Third Reading. That would be 
a strong course, but it might be a 
justifiable one. The course that he had 
adopted at the very time he had 
summoned the Conference—that of tell- 
ing the railway company that unless it 
adopted the course approved by the 
House they would reject the Bill—was 
one most unfair to the railway company 
and one which must do harm to the 
Board of Trade and in the long run be 
most disastrous to that Department. 
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Viscount TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor- | 
sham) said that since he had been a} 
Member of the House he had never 
heard such a statement as that which 
had been made by the representative 
of the Government on the question of | 
blackmailing. He had said that hon. | 
Members had their opportunities mae 
that they would make use of them. That 
was an extraordinary statement which 
he had never heard made before. At 
the time of the general election a certain 
candidate said that before many years 
were over the railway companies and 
other rich corporations would have reason 
to quail, After the statement of the 
hon. Gentleman he should say that they 
would certainly have reason to do so. 
He sincerely hoped the Motion would be 
pressed to a division. 





Mr. BARNARD (Kidderminster) said 
he recently had the privilege of moving 
a Resolution in connection with the 
Brighton Railway to the effect that, if 
the railway company sought additional 
powers, they should not be granted to 
them if they used their existing powers | 
in a mischievous way. On that oceasion | 
the Board of Trade recognised the sug- | 
gestion he put forward, and he ventured | 
to say that railway companies should not 
be given additional monopoly powers | 
when they were trying to use their | 
existing powers in a manner contrary to 
the intentions of Parliament. He thought 
the suggestion of the President of the 
Board of Trade deserved every considera- 
tion, and he considered it was extremely 
objectionable to call it blackmailing when 
the House simply asked that the railway 
company should treat the public in a 
reasonable manner. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


THE PRESIDENT or rHE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Lioyp-GroreE, Car- 
narvon Boroughs) said the Board of 
Trade had taken no sides in the 
matter at all, and he thought the! 
railway companies admitted that there 
was a dispute between the Millport people 
and the railway company. The Board 
of Trade had expressed no opinion upon 
it at present. He had seen representa- 
tives of the railway company and also of 
the Millport people, but he had expressed 
no opinion on either side. All they had 
done up to the present was to try and 
intervene in the interests of a settlement. 
They had arranged a meeting that week 
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| Trade futile. 


| that meeting. 


| should be held over. 
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between the railway company and the 
Millport representatives, and his own 
opinion was that a friendly arrangement 
would be arrived at. He thought it 
exceedingly undesirable that the instruc- 
tion on the Paper, for which they were 
not in the slightest degree responsible, 
should be debated before the meeting on 
Friday. If they were going to have a 
meeting between the parties with a view 
to arriving at a reasonable and triendly 
understanding, he could conceive nothing 
worse than a keen debate, which would 
be sure to ensue on the matter in dispute 
between them. It would be exceedingly 
irritating, and it was perfectly certain 
it would make the work of the Board of 
All they desired in the 
matter was that there should be no 
debate at all until they met on Friday. 
It would only create temper, which would 
he fatal to anything in the nature of a 
solution. He was sure it would be in the 
interests of the railway company, as well as 
of the Millport people, that nothing should 
be said on the merits of the dispute until 
He had heard something 
about blackmailing and threats. Those 
threats had not emanated from the Board 
of Trade. ‘The only threat he had heard 
had emanated from the other side of the 
House, and he was very sorry to have 
heard it. He thought it was in the best 
interests of all parties that the matter 
The Bill would be 
in no danger from the fact of its being 
put over, and he appealed to hon. Mem- 
bers to allow the debate to be adjourned. 
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Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, 5.) 
said the Bill came before the House in 
exactly the same way as a Bill which had 
come from a Private Bill Committee 
upstairs, and he submitted that the House 
should forthwith proceed to discuss it. 
There had been no case shown why the 
Bill should not be dealt with now, nor 
had the Board of Trade shown any 
reason why the Conference which had 


| been spoken of—the object of which did 


not appear to be clear—should be taken 
into consideration and the Bill postponed 
in consequence. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) said they must get at the hidden 
meaning of the Motion for adjournment. 
It came from a private secretary to the 
Prime Minister. If it was the intention 
of the Government to give the Bill a fair 
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chance of passing this session, the private 
secretary to the Prime Minister would 
not have been put up in order to move 
the adjournment of the debate. He 
urged, as a Scotsman, that, when Scottish 
Bills, whether private or public, came 
before the House for consideration, 
there should not be this sort of intrigue 
in order to prevent their having a full 
chance of passing before the House 
adjourned. This was not the first 


Glasgow & South Western 
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Private Bills had been subjected to treat- 
ment unworthy of the British Parliament, 
and so long as Scottish Bills were 
treated in this way, his voice would be 
raised against any Motion designed to 
defer Scottish legislation for the benefit 
of Party intrigue. 


Railway Order Bil. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 276; 
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Lorp R. CECIL said that a change 
in the law had been needed for a 
great many years, and this Bill 
afforded the House an opportunity of 
effecting it. At present an owner was 
not responsible for any injury which his 
dog inflicted upon other dogs or human 
beings, unless it could be shown that the 
dog was known to be of an evil disposition 
likely to cause injury. The law was 
summarised shortly by saying that every 
dog was permitted to have one bite. He 
had always thought that unjust. A man 
was responsible for all the acts of his 
agents, and it was ridiculous to suppose 
that one could be aware of the intentions 
of one’s agent or know sufficiently of 
that extremely complex subject, the 
tendency of the human mind, to be aware 
of what he was likely to do under any cir- 
cumstances. A coachman, for instance, 
might get drunk and run into something 
whilst in charge of a vehicle, but in that 
case the coachman’s employer was respon- 
sible for the damage, not on the absurd 
ground that he was responsible for his 
agent getting drunk, but because it would 
be monstrously unjust for the person who 
was injured to suffer the damage. That 
was the true principle on which the law 
should rest, and it was plain that it should 
apply to dogs as well as to anything else. 
Anyone who chose to own an animal which 
was capable of being dangerous, should take 
sufficient precaution to prevent it doing 
an injury, and he did not believe there 
was any possible logical reason why one 
should not be responsible for the injury 
done by a dog. He ventured to mention 
this subject when the Bill was before the 
House on the Second Reading, and since 
that time he had received many com- 


TI Jogs 


munications from various parts of the | 


country, speaking of the very serious 
injury done by dogs to poor people 
without there being the slightest remedy 
against the owners, and he could himself 
conceive that great hardship was con- 
stantly being inflicted by people who 
owned dogs not taking sufficient care to 
keep them within control. He felt very 
strongly on the subject. He thought a 
change of the law was eminently 
desirable, and that it could be accom- 
plished under the Bill with the greatest 
possible ease. The Amendment he pro- 
posed was simply to strike out the 
words “to any cattle.” It would make 
the clause read, “The owner of a dog 
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shall be liable in damages for injury done 
by that dog.” 
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Lorp CASTLEREAGH (Maidstone) 
seconded. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


‘In page 1, line 6, to leave out the words 
‘to any cattle.’ ”—(Lord R. Cecil.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Sirk EDWARD STRACHEY (Somer- 
setshire, 8.) said that the reason the 
Amendment was not made when the Bill 
was before the Standing Committee was 
that the Committee appreciated the fact 
that it was not a Bill dealing with 
the whole question of dogs, but one 
dealing only with questions of injury 
done to live stock by dogs. The Bill 
was brought in by the late Government 
at the request of the Central Chamber of 
Agriculture to deal with the question of 
injury done by dogs to cattle, and 
the present Government considered that 
they should follow on the same lines 
in order to carry out the unsuccess- 
ful attempt of the Party opposite. 
The noble Lord’s Amendment would 
go much beyond that, and would ex- 
tend the scope of the Bill further than 
was contemplated. It would make the 


words :ead “injury done by the 
dog,” and that would include injury 
of every possible kind. A dog in 


search of a rabbit might go among corn 
and create damage. The effect of the 
Amendment would be that the owner of 
the dog would have to pay the damage. 
That would open up all sorts of compli- 
cations, and he thought the House 
would agree that it was desirable they 
should limit the Bill to the purpose 
for which it was introduced—to enable a 
farmer who had his sheep worried by dogs 
to recover compensation. He hoped the 
noble Lord would not persist in his 
Amendment. It would complicate the 
Bill, the one object of which was to put a 
stop to the worrying of sheep or other 
live stock upon farms. The larger ques- 
tion as to whether a dog was entitled to 
his first bite might be a proper question 
of discussion on another occasion, but here 
they had only to consider whether it was 
desirable to amend the law in order that 
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a farmer should be able to protect him- 
self from the great injury which was con- 
stantly arising from sheep being worried 
and flocks being disturbed and chased. 


Sir SAMUEL SCOTT (Marylebone, 
W.) said it was with great regret that he 
found himself unable to agree with the 
noble Lord; he hoped the Government 
would not accept the Amendment. He 
personally was the owner of dogs, 
and he could hardly agree that owners 
were not responsible for what.their dogs 
did, because on one occasion one of his 
dogs bit somebody’s leg, and he had to 
pay damages. He would like to ask the 
noble Lord whether a dog kept in a house 
for the purpose of preventing the entrance 
of burglars would render its master liable 
to pay damages if it bit a burglar’s leg. 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY said 
it was not often that he found himself 
in accord with hon. Members opposite, 
but he did so on this occasion. He 
thought that the hon. Baronet had ex- 
plained the objections to the Amendment 
very clearly. The Bill was one to deal 
with injury caused to live stock, and 
it was not one dealing with human beings. 


Me WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) said he was en- 
tirely opposed to anything in the nature of 
class legislation. He did not believe in 
picking out a particular class and making 
it responsible for something for which 
other people were not responsible. It 
appeared to him that as it stood the Bill 
was a very bad one. If the owner of a dog 
was to be made responsible for damages to 
cattle, it appeared to him to be only 
equitable and just that he should be made 
responsible if it did injury to a human 
being. Surely human beings were of more 
importance than cattle. He ventured to 
suggest that the poorest beggar who 
came to a man’s door was just as much 
entitled to be protected as a farmer’s 
cattle. Ifa man had a vicious dog and 
he was to be liable for any injury done 
by it to cattle, then it seemed to him 
only logical and just that he should be 
liable for any injury it did in any other 
way. It was quite clear that a dog 
might cause injury to live stock without 
doing that injury itself. A dog might 
conceivably damage a fenee and the 
cattle might sustain injuiry in conse- 
quence of the damage. He respectfully 
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submitted that, if the hon. Baronet in 
charge of the Bill wished to protect 
cattle against injury which might arise 
from the unlawful acts of dogs, it would 
be far better to leave out the words “to 
any cattle,” in order to make the provision 
generally applicable. 


Lorp R. CECIL said that it was evident 
the sense of the House was very much 
against him, and, much as he regretted 
it, he would therefore ask leave to 
withdraw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
proposed to leave out sub-section (2) of 
Clause 1. He said it would be observed 
that the sub-section placed upon indi- 
viduals suspected of being the owners of 
dogs which had inflicted injury the onus 
of proving that they were not the owners. 
[f there was any difficulty in ascertaining 
the owner of a dog, there might be some 
justification for this, but it should be 
remembered that every owner of a dog 
had to possess a licence, and that there 
was no difficulty in tracing such owner. 
He could easily imagine that persons of a 
kind disposition who allowed stray dogs 
to sleep upon their premises might find 
themselves liable to pay heavy damages 
if any of those dogs proved to be of 
vicious disposition. Whilst, therefore, in 
favour of giving every protection to 
farmers who suffered damage by reason of 
depredations by dogs, he could not agree 
to a clause of this kind which might easily 
inflict a very great hardship and for 
which he could see no necessity. 


Mr. CLAUDE 
Hoxton) seconded. 


HAY (Shoreditch, 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

‘*In page 1, line 11, to leave out Sub-section 
2) of Clause 1.” —(Mr. Keir Hardie.) 

Question proposed, ‘That the words 


proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Sir EDWARD STRACHEY said the 
sub-section was simply a re-enactment of 
the present law. The hon. Member who 
moved to omit the sub-section had said 
there was no difficulty in tracing the 
owner of a dog, but very often there was 
a difficulty. He also seemed to maintain 
that a person taking in a stray dog 


2Q2 . 








1159 


would be made liable for any 
done by that dog. That would not be 
the case unless he harboured the dog 
for some unlawful purpose and did not 
hand it over to the police 
to do. He hoped the hon. 
would not press his Amendment. 


Dogs 


Mr. CLEMENT EDWARDS (Denbigh | 
Amendment. | 


District) supported the 
The case might arise, he said, where one 
dog was kept in a garden common to fifty 
flats. 
he wished to ask how were they to 
presume that a particular person living in 
one of those flats owned the animal? It 
was past his comprehension. He hoped 


they would not adopt the principle of | 


throwing the burden upon an individual 
of proving that he did not own a dog 
which had inflicted injury. They might 
have a particularly hard case where a 
person was mulcted in heavy costs even 
though he won the action and disproved 
the ownership of the dog. He hoped the 
hon. Baronet in charge of the Bill would 
not proceed with the clause. 


Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye) said 
that there was no new principle in the 
clause. The clause was almost word for 
word the same as that of the Act of 1865, 
and he did not think there had ever been 
any great complaint of injustice caused 
by it. He would point out that the Bill 
was designed to assist the agricultural 
community. The agricultural community 
had been clamouring for the Bill for years, 
and year after year it had been brought | 
in. He did not think, however, there | 
had ever been such a good opportunity as 
the present of putting it on the Statute 


Book. He hoped, therefore, that the 
hon. Member in charge of the Bill 
would decline to accept the Amendment. 

Viscount HELMSLEY (Yorkshire, 


N.R., Thirsk) said there was one reason 
why the sub-section was necessary, and he | 
hoped the hon. Member who moved the 
Amendment would not press it. If the | 
sub-section were struck out, it would be 
open to anyone who harboured a dog to 
deny its ownership altogether. It might | 
be that a farmer’s dog would get out at | 


night and worry his neighbour’ s ; sheep. If | parallel case 


the police traced the dog to a house, and 


there was no ‘provision to say that the 


tenant of the house would be presumed | 
to be the owner of the dog which was | 
kept, or permitted to live, or remained 


Sir Edward Strachey. 
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upon the premises, it was quite obvious 
that there would be a great opening for 
the denial of ownership, and therefore he 
hoped in the agriculturists’ interests, that 
the sub-section would not be omitted. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, $.E.) said he 
hoped the hon. Member would press his 
Amendment to a division. It seemed to 
him that in all new legislation they were 
introducing the novelty of making every 
man prove his innocence, and, however 
much he was opposed to dogs wandering 
_about the country and injuring animals, 

he was not in favour of throwing that 
onus upon individuals. 


*Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing) said 
he hoped that the Amendment would 
/not be accepted by the House for 
he was sure no hon. Member who ad- 
| ministered justice at petty sessions would 
for a moment advocate omitting the 
| words against which the Amendment was 
directed, having regard to the difficulties 
they experienced in connection with 
Inland Revenue summonses for keeping 
dogs without a licence, for they would 
remember the numerous subterfuges 
adopted to deny the ownership of dogs 
The hon. Member for Denbigh had spoken 
about a dog in a garden common to 
fifty flats, but they knew sufficient of 
human nature to know that a man who 
was sought to be made liable for the evil 
conduct of such a dog would not hesitate 
| to give his neighbour away, and that the 
police would soon come to the right con- 
clusion as to who was the owner of the dog. 
‘He did not think, therefore, it was any 
| reason why they should object to include 
| this most useful sub-section in the Bill, 
| Much that had been said about the hard- 
| ship of shifting the burden of proof from 
| the prosecution 1 and ¢ ompelling a person to 
prove his innocence, or that the dog did 
not belong to him was much exagger- 
ated; it was indeed carrying the 
paper very far when the question was 
one of a dog being found on premises 
over which that person purported or 
claimed to exercise control. There were 
many instances known to the law where 
the onus was upon the accused, and a 
was afforded where a 
| person was found to have in his possession 
|or upon his premises property which 
had been stolen. When a person was in 
possession of property, he was presumed 
to exercise control over it. 





| 
| 
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*CapTaAin FABER (Hampshire, An- | 
dover) said the sub-section to him seemed | 
to be a most useful one, and he hoped | 
the hon. Baronet would persist in it. 


{ 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said | 
the sub-section was absolute nonsense. | 
It would oblige an accused person to 
prove his innocence, whereas it ought 
to be necessary for the prosecution to 
make out a man’s guilt. If adog were 
kept in the house, it was perfectly ob. | 
vious that it could not be running about 
doing damage. The clause was quite 
unworkable. If he met a dog and did | 
not shoot it, he should be permitting it | 
to live. Was he, however, because he 
permitted that dog to live, to be respon- 
sible for any damage it did? He had 
never read such nonsense in his life, and 
he trusted the House would pass the 
Amendment. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE said the sense of 
the House was obviously against the 
Amendment, and he, therefore, begged 
leave to withdraw it. 


Dogs 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
’ e 


*\In. H. H. MARKS (Kent, Thanet) 
proposed to insert after the word “ swine,” 
on page 2, the words “dogs, turkeys, 
chicken, ducks, and geese.” He said the 


hon. Baronet in charge of the Bill had ; 


stated that the object of the measure 
was to prevent injury to live stock 
sy dogs. The clause as it stood pro- 
vided that the definition of “cattle” 
should include horses, mules, asses, 
sheep, goats, and swine. It seemed to 
him, however, that if a man’s live stock 
was to be protected, as it ought to be, 
trom the ravages of piratical dogs, he 
was entitled to have his chickens protected | 
as well as his cattle. Moreover, he be- 
lieved it was the general experience that 
the damage done by dogs to chickens, 
turkeys, and birds generally was quite 
as great as that done to cattle. The 
adoption of his Amendment would make | 
the Bill more comprehensive and satis- 
factory from every point of view. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 2, line 2, after the word ‘swine’ 
to insert the words ‘ dogs, turkeys, chickens, 
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_than to sheep and cattle. 


| way 
dealing with other statutes. 


Bill. 1162 
Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


Sm EDWARD STRACHEY said he 
would point out to the hon. Member that 
the definition of the word “cattle” had 
already had the decision of the courts, and 


'he considered it inadvisable that they 
should extend 
| Bill. 


that definition in this 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY urged that if the 
courts had neglected the desires of 


| the people of this country, the House was 


surely competent to make alterations if it 
thought fit? If that were not so, why 


| had the Government introduced the Bill 


at all? He was in favour of the sug- 
gested extension of the definition of the 
word “cattle.” 


Viscount TURNOUR asked the hon. 
Baronet to accept the Amendment. The 
spirit and intention of the Bill was to pre- 
vent a dog being kept which did injury 
to live stock of any kind. Far more 
damage was done to fowls and turkeys 
If they were 
going to define cattle as including horses, 
mules, asses, sheep, goats and swine, he 
did not see why they should not include 
turkeys and chickens as well. A dog 
had more chances of chasing fowls on the 


roadside than it had of chasing 
sheep in a field. The dog had his 
‘opportunity, and he would use it. 


The agricultural Members on both sides 
were in favour of the Amendment. 


Viscount HELMSLEY hoped the 
hon. Baronet would not accept the 
Amendment as it stood, because it would 
make the clause perfectly ridiculous. 
There was a good deal in the suggestion 
of the Amendment, however, and he 
hoped the hon. Baronet would see his 
way to insert some words which would 
give the same effect without extending 
the definition of the word “cattle” in a 
which would be awkward when 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 31 ; Noes, 


ducks, and geese.’ ”—(Mr. H. Marks.) 203. (Division List No. 260.) 
AYES. 
Arnold-Forster, Rt.Hn.HughO. | Banner, John 8S. Harmood | Cavendish, Rt. Hn. VictorC.W. 


Balearre;, Lord 


Castlereagh, Viscount 


| Cecil, Evelyn,( Aston Manor) 
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Roberts, 8. (Sheffield, Ecclesall} 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Thomson, W. Mitchell (Lanark- 
Turnour, Viscount 
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Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. FE. | 
Courthope, G. Loyd 

Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) 
Crean, Eugene 
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Hamilton, Marquess of | 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Lynch, H. B. 
Meysey-Thompson, E..C. 





Delany, William 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, Capt. W. V. (Hants, W.) 
Ferguson. R. C. Munro 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Banbury. Sir Frederick George 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Beauchamp, E. 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Beckett. Hon. Gervase 
Bellairs, Carlyon 
Berridge. T. H. D. 
Bertram, Julius 
Billson, Alfred 
Boland, John 
30wles, G. Stewart 
Brace, William 
Branch, James 
Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner, J.F.L. (Lanes., Leigh) 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clough, W. 
Coats,Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex.EGrinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cox, Harold 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, 8.) 
Dickinson. W.H. (St. PancrasN. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duffy, William J. 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 
Erskine, David C. 
Faber, George Denison (York) 
Farrell James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 














Morpeth, Viscount 

Murphy, John 

Nield, Herbert 

O’ Hare, Patrick 

O'Mara, James | 

Remnant. James Farquharson | 
Renton, Major Leslie 


NOES. 


Field, William | 

Findlay, Alexander | 

havin, Michael Joseph | 

Fuller, John Michael F. 

Gill, A. H. | 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 

Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. | 

Hammond, John 

Hardie, J.Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 

Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Helme, Norval Watson 

Helmlsey, Viscount 

Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | 

Henderson,J.M. (Aberdeen, W.) | 

Henry, Charles 8. 
| 
| 


Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon. S S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 

Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) | 
Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hodge, John 

Hogan, Michael 

Hope, W.Bateman(ScmersetN. 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 

Hunt, Rowland 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor (Swansea | 
Jones, Leif (Ay pleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire | 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Leese,Sir Joseph F( Accrington 
Lever, A. Levy( Essex,Harwich) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herl ert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs | 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah(Down,S 
MacV eigh, Chas. (Donegal, E. 
M‘C ‘allum, John M. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 


LS 


| Valentia, Viscount 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 


| 
| TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 


Harry Marks and Mr. Watson: 
Rutherford. 


M‘Killop, W. 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 


| Mickle Nathaniel 


Mond, 

| Morgan, nC. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morse, L. L. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncast’s 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal (‘Tipperary Mid. 
O'Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W. ) 


| O'Dowd, John 
| Partington, Oswald 


| Paul, Herbert 

| Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington: 
Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E. 
Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Richards, Themas(W.Monm’th 
Richards, T.F. (We!lverh’m ta: 
Richarsdon, A. 

Ridsdale, E. A. 


| Roberts, G.!H. (Nerwich) 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robinson, 8. 

Rose, Charles Day 

Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland)) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott,A.H. (Ashton underLyne 
Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford 
Shaw, Rt. Hen. T. (Hawick B.} 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sileeck, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebroo 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
fmeatcn, Denald Mackenzie 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim 8.) 
Scares, Ernest J. 

Starkey, John R. 

Strachey, Sir Fdward 

Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 


| Taylor, Austin (EastjToxtethy 
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Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radclit-e) 
Tennant, Sir Edward(Salisbury 
Thomas,David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thom pson,J.W.H.(Somerset, E. 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Toulmin George 

Ure, Alexandr 

Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 


Weir, James 


Whittaker, Sir 
Wilkie, 


Sir FREDERICK BANBURY said he 
moved to omit the words “chased or” 
in line 3 on page 2. The clause as it 
stood was a very drastic one, and he 
appealed to the hon. Baronet in charge of 
the Bill to accept his Amendment. It 
would be possible under the clause 
for a person to be summoned because 
his dog chased some sheep on _ the 
road, even although no injury was caused. 
He was in favour of the Bill, but 
he hoped the hon. Baronet would be 
reasonable, and would not make the 
Bill so drastic that it would be hard 
on the owner of a dog 
done no injury. It might be said that at 
certain times the injury was caused to 
sheep from the very fact that they 


were chased, but that case would 
not be affected by the Amendment, 
because the words still remained: 


“Where a dog is proved to have injured 
sheep.” If a dog caused injury, it 
would be able to be dealt with under the 
Act of 1871. The omission of the words 
“chased or” would not in any way 
weaken the sub-section, whilst at the 
same time it would prevent a dog being 
destroyed under the Dogs Act, 1871, 
when it had not done any harm. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 2 2, line 3, to leave out the words 
‘chased or.?—(Sir Frederick Banbury.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘chased or’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Sik EDWARD STRACHEY said the 
Amendment would be very well if it was 
merely a question of a few sheep being 
chased on the road. The object of the sub- 
section, however, was to prevent the 
chasing of a flock of ewes in a field, and 
he was sure the hon. Baronet would 


realise that very serious damage often | 
leave to withdraw his Amendment. 


resulted from ewes in lamb being chased. 
The object of the clause was to throw 


liability on the owner who allowed his | 
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Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Walsh, Stephen 

Warner, Thomas Court« ney T. 
Wason, Jobn Cathcart(Orkney) 
Watt, H. Anderson 

Galloway 

White, Luke ( York, E.R.) 
Whitley, J. H. ( Halifax) 
Thomas Palmer 
Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 


which had , 


chasing sheep. 
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Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, P. W. (St. Pancras, 8.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 
Woodhouse.SirJ.T.(Huddersf'd 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J.A.Pease. 


dog to roam about at night and chase 
sheep. If the Amendment were adopted, 
they would have to prove injury, whereas 
injury might occur some time afterwards. 
It was therefore very necessary to 
have the words “chased or” retained, 
The question had been thoroughly 
discussed and considered, and he was 
perfectly certain he should meet with 
no contradiction from hon. Members 
interested in sheep when he said it was 
absolutely necessary to retain the words 
if they were to protect agriculturists from 
having their flocks damaged by the ewes 
heing chased when in lamb. 


Viscount TURNOUKR said he was very 
glad to hear that the hon. Baronet would 
not accept the Amendment, because it 
would injure the effect of the Bill. It was 
impossible at the time to say whether 
sheep were injured or not. Nobody ought 
to keep a dog which was in the habit of 
Such dogs were a great 
nuisance to farmers, and he was very 
pleased the hon. Baronet had refused to 


accept the Amendment. 


Mr. LAURENCE HARDY appealed 
to his hon. friend to withdraw his 
Amendment, and asked him to turn 
back to the origin of the Bill and 
to remember the resolutions which 
came from: the agricultural societies. 
The whole gist of the reason why the 
Board of Agriculture took the matter up 
was in the sub-section. Thechief ground 
of objection to dogs was the chasing of 
sheep at a particular period, and this 
sub-section was most important. The 
omission of the words “ chased or” would 
do away with a great deal of the good 
of the Bill, and he therefore earnestly 
appealed to his hon. friend not to press 


his Amendment. 


Str FREDERICK BANBURY asked 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 
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*Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) said he 
desired to move an Amendment to insert 
in Clause 2, after line 13, on page 2, the 
words “ Provided always in Ireland it 
shall be lawful for the owner of a dog 
to have his name and address inscribed 
on the collar in Irish characters.” His 
reason for moving the Amendment was 


to do away with unnecessary prosecu- | 


tions. They had in the last few years 
witnessed in Ireland a number of ridicu- 
lous 
police against men who had put their 
names on carts in Irish and who had 
taken out dog licences in Irish. His 
Amendment would do away with the 
necessity of those prosecutions. 


became law a great majority of Irish 


people would inscribe their names in | 


Irish on their dog collars, and if they 


gave them permission to do that in the | 


Act they would do away with the 
necessity of prosecutions which would 
otherwise undoubtedly take place. He 
suggested that the words should be in- 
serted here, but if the hon. Baronet or 
the Attorney-General for Ireland thought 


that words could be better inserted in a | 


later part of the Bill which dealt specifi- 
cally with Ireland, he would be quite 
ready to have them so inserted. 


Mr. HUGH LAW (Donegal, W.) 
seconded. He said he knew a young 
man in his constituency who had been 
imprisoned for over a week simply 
because he signed his name in Irish 
when applying for a dog licence. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 2, line 13, after the word ‘ thereto’ 
to insert the words ‘Provided always that in 
Treland it shall be lawful for the owner of a dog 
to have his name and address inscribed on the 
collar in Irish characters.’ "—(.MWr. Boland.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the Bill.” 


~ Sir EDWARD STRACHEY said he 
was sorry he must refuse to accept the 
Amendment. A man would be unable to 
return a stray dog to the owner or give 


notice to the police if the owner's name | 


and address was inscribed on the collar 
in Irish and he was unable to read it. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said he 
was surprised the hon. Baronet had refused 
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prosecutions undertaken by the | 


Bill. 


to accept the Amendment. Of course, he 
had not been in Ireland for many years, 
but in parts of that country the bulk of the 
people spoke very good Irish and would 
be unable to read the name and address 
on a dog’s collar if they were in English, 
whereas if they were in Irish it would 
be for the public convenience. He there- 
fore appealed to the hon. Baronet to 
accept the Amendment and facilitate the 
| passage of the Bill. He should have the 
greatest possible objections to the Bill 
‘if the permission suggested were not 
accorded ; and the passage of the measure 
would be very much more difficult if 
the Amendment were not accepted. 
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It was | 
his firm belief that the moment the Bill 


| Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid.) 
| supported the Amendment. He said there 
| were a number of agriculturists in Ire- 
land desirous of registering their dogs in 
Irish. They looked upon it from the 
point of view of sentiment. They were 
anxious that they should register their 
dogs in the language of the people, and 
‘he thought that was a very reasonable 
request to make. He therefore supported 
the Amendment and asked the hon. 
Baronet to reconsider the matter. 


Mr. CREAN said he could _ not 
understand how the hon. Baronet in 
charge of the Bill could have any objec- 
tion to accepting the Amendment at the 
request of the Irish Members. It could 
'do no harm to the Bill. The man stood 
| to lose his dog if his name and address 
| were not intelligibly on the collar. The 
Irish people were anxious that they should 
‘be allowed to use Irish, but under the 
| Amendment the use of the language would 
/not be compulsory. He failed to see that 
‘the hon. Baronet was justified by any 

logical reason in withholding the privi- 
‘lege for which they asked. In fact, he 
| Bought they should not ask for it asa 
privilege, but as a matter of right. They 
were told they were to be governed 
| according to Irish ideas, and he would 
| like to ask the hon. Baronet what logical 
reason there was why the Irish people 
| should not be permitted to do this simple 


| thing. 


| Mr. HAZELTON (Galway, N.) said 
he would like to join in the appeal to 
the hon. Baronet in charge of the Bill 
| to accept the Amendment. When they 
|complained of the treatment of their 
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language they were told that it was not 
the fault of the Government but the 
fault of previous legislation for which 
they could accept no responsibility. Here, 
however, they were making a new Act 
of Parliament, and yet the Liberal Gov- 


Doys 


ernment refused to express small and | 


practical sympathy with the Irish people 
in the matter. The foint raised was 


small, but it had to do with an important | 


principle upon which Irishmen _ felt 
strongly and deeply. It was absurd that 
whilst they might sign their names in 
the Roll of the House of Commons and 
on cheques in Irish they should not he 
allowed by this Liberal Government to 
put their names in Irish on their dog 
collars. It was an extraordinary position 
for a Liberal Government to take up. 
ana he hoped the Minister in charge of 
the Bill would reconsider the matter and 
accept the Amendment. 


Mr. WINFREY (Norfolk, 8.W.) said 
he did not think the refusal arose from 
any lack of sympathy with the Irish 
people. The clause simply gave power 
to the Board of Agriculture to make 
orders from time to time. There was an 
Irish Department of Agriculture, and 
there was no reason why the Department 
should not say in their regulations that 
owners might put their names in Irish 
characters on their dog collars. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said that no doubt, as he read the clause, 


it would be possible for the Board of | 


Agriculture to do as the hon. Member 
had suggested, Iut, unfortunately, in 
dealing with Irish Boards, they could 
not expect that they would, as a matter 


of course, act in accordance with public | 


opinion as no doubt English Boards would 
in England. He would ask, however, 
whether there was really any practical 


difficulty in acceding to the request 
contained in the Amendment. He and 


his colleagues really had no desire to | 


trouble or detain the House, and they 
would not have raised the point if they 
had not considered it a substantial one. 
If the Bill were passed in its present 
form there would undoubtedly be a 
certain number of people in Ireland who 
would put their names on their dog 
collars in Irish, and the result would be 
that penalties would be imposed upon 


them if the Bill were not amended as |! 
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they suggested. Nobody desired that. 
All that they asked was that it should be 
left optional. The hon. Baronet in 
charge of the Bill made light of the 
matter and said that if a dog was found 
with a name in Irish on its collar no one 
would be able to read it or know to 
| whom the dog belonged. He was sure 
‘the hon. Baronet did not mean that. 
He knew enough about Ireland to know 
that in every part there were people who 
understood Irish and who could read 
it, and that in some parts Irish was the 
language generally spoken. He certainly 
thought they were not asking too much 
from the Government. It would obviate 
ridiculous prosecutions such as had 
been instituted from time to time, 
but which, he was glad to - say, 
had ceased owing to the good sense of 
the present executive. They were most 
desirous of facilitating the passage of 
the Bill, and he would remind the hon. 
Baronet that in the divisions taken 
they had supported the Government. 


They thought the Bill was a_ good 
one, and he would therefore urge 


upon the hon. Baronet to make this small 
concession gracefully to the Irish Mem 
bers. They were not asking very much, 
and it could not possibly interfere with 
the efficiency of the Bill. Even if it had 
no practical effect in Ireland, a little 
'concession to sentiment in the matter 
would do no harm to anybody. It would 
not injure the bill and would, he 
thought, on the whole be grateful to the 
general feeling of the House. 


*THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool, 
Exchange) said he was sure the hon. 
Member for Waterford would believe 
him when he said that he had every 
| sympathy with what he said as regarded 
the use of Irish in Ireland. The 
Government had every desire to facilitate 
the study:of the Irish language and the 
use of the Irish language as much as 
| possible in Ireland, and they had 
| taken steps in reference to the matter in 
| the elementary schools; but in this case 
| it should be remembered that there were 
a great number of people in Ireland who 
/ did not understand the Irish language. 
There was nothing, however, to 
prevent the name being put in both 
if any owner of a _ dog 
It was necessary to ascertain 


| 
| 
| languages 
' desired it. 
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the ownership of a dog, and it was desir 
able and important that the name should 
appear in the English language in those 
parts where the Irish language was not 
generally spoken. There were many 
parts of Ireland where there were very 
few people indeed who knew the Irish 
language, but he thought if his hon, friend 
would withdraw the Amendment the hon. 
Baronet in charge of the 
undertake to consider the question and 
see if some clause could not be introduced 
at a later stage. He might certainly 
promise that they would consider any 
suggestion with reference to the use ot 
the Irish language. The Amendment 
had been sprung suddenly upon the 
House, and it could not be considered 
in a moment, but the Government was 
anxious to do what it could. 


Days 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman when he sug- 
gests it can be considered ? 


*Mr CHERRY : 


in another place. 


It may be considered 


FORSTER 
(Croydon) said that he understood it 
was a House of Lords Bill, and he 
thought it would be much __ better 
to have the question made quite clear. 
He did not understand whether the | 
Attorney-General meant that Irish might 
be used exclusively for this purpose or 


Mr. ARNOLD 


not. What they wanted to know was 
to whom a dog belonged and whence | 
it came, and it would be idle to} 


suppose that nine out of ten would know | 


what the inscription on a collar meant if 
it were in Irish. Let them take Dublin. 
There was not one person out of ten there 
who had ever spoken or written Irish. | 
Were they to make the law ridiculous 
and compel people to forfeit the whole 
benefit of the law by the adoption of 
this Amendment ! 


*Viscount TURNOUR said it was a very 
simple and small matter whether the 


Amendment was accepted by the Govern- | 


ment or not, but he strongly protested 
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Bill would | 


Hill, 


| what he considered were good reasons. 
Some might think them good reasons and 
others might think they were had 
but everyone would admit he had spoken 
strongly against the proposed Amendment. 
Pressure was then put upon the 
Government from the Irish Benches 
in order to make them accept the 
Amendment. If it was not accepted the 
Nationalists said the Bill would be fought 
for the rest of the evening. The 
Attorney-General then got up and in a 
speech in which during the first part no 
one could understand whether he would 
accept the Amendment or not, he stated 
that the Amendment would be con- 
sidered at another stage. Why in the 
name of reason could not the Amendment 
he accepted now ? It was not a question in 
which further discussion was needed ? He 
| hoped the hon. Gentleman who moved this 
Amendment would not withdraw it, but 
/ would enable this question to be settled, 
and not allow the Government to shuffle 
off by saying it would be settled at a 
later stage. It would not be settled 
at a later stage, and they would be left 
in the same unsatisfactory position. 


*Mr. BOLAND said he should be 
perfectly satistied to leave the matter 
over on the clear understanding that the 
[rish language could be used by itself. 
The suggestion that provision should be 
made for the use of the two languages at 
|; the same time was no concession at all. 


| The legal obligation would then be 
fulfilled by the use of English, and the 
Irish inscription would be merely 


ornamental, like the studs on the collar. 


*Mr. CLAUDE HAY said that it 
should be remembered that in conse- 
/quence of pressure from the Irish 


Members the Attorney-General got up 
and said his hon. friend in charge of 
| the Bill would consider the matter. He, 
however, had forgotten that they were on 
| the Report stage, and that the only means 
of carrying out his pledge was by using 
[the influence of the Government in the 
House of Lords to insert the necessary 


/Amendment. Though the Liberal 





against the way in which the Government | Government denounced the House of 
had behaved. The representative of the | Lords the fact remained that this Home 
Board of Agriculture had said he could | | bene Ministry was compelled to rely 
not accept the Amendment and had given | upon the House of Lords to pull it out of 
good reasons for not doing so—or rather ! the mire, and the Irish Nationalists ha | 


Mr. 


} 
Cherry. 
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to turn to the House of Lords for protec- 
tion against a Home Rule Government ; 
in short the only means by which Irish 
grievances could be redressed when Home 
Rulers held the reins of power was by an 
appeal to the House of Lords to do that 
which Ministers refused in the House of 
Commons. 


Dogs 


*\Ir. BOLAND asked leave to with- 
draw his Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 


Sin FREDERICK BANBURY pro- 
posed to leave out “seven” in Clause 3, 
page 2, line 31, in order to insert ‘“ four- 
teen.” He considered seven days would be 
a very short time in the case of an owner 
who happened to be abroad, and that great 
hardships might thus arise. ‘“ Fourteen ” 
days on the other hand would make 
it certain that the owner would receive 
the notice and thus have a chance of 
saving his dog from being killed. He 
hoped the Amendment would be accepted. 


Mr. O'MARA seconded. He thought 
the Amendment very reasonable. Seven 
days appeared to him much too short 
a period for the purpose. A dog was 
often held in dear atfection,and it would be 
a cruel thing if such a dog were destroyed 
without the owner having a chance of say- 
ing its life. He therefore strongly sup 
ported the Amendment, which, he thought, 
ought to obtain the assent of the hon. 
Baronet in charge of the Bill. He knew 
that that hon. Gentleman was a very 
reasonable and sensible man, and although 
he made a slight mistake in judgment in 


regard to the last Amendment, he 
thought he would see that this was 


a reasonable and sensible proposal. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill.— 

“In page 2, line 31, to leave out the word 
‘seven,’ and insert the word ‘fourteen.’—(Sir 
Frederick Banbury.)—instead thereof. 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘seven’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Str EDWARD STRACHEY said that 
in spite of what the hon. Baronet had 
said he could not help thinking that it 
was rather ungrateful on his part to 
move the Amendment, because in Com- 
mittee upstairs he accepted seven days in 
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place of five. A further extension would 
throw great difficulty upon the police and 
the dogs’ homes where accommodation 
was limited, and although he had every 
sympathy with the desire that the longest 
possible time should be given to the 
owners of dogs and should himself be 
prepared to go further, he was assured 
that it was quite impossible to do so. 


Amendment negatived. 


Amendment proposed—- 


«In page 3, line 7, after the word ‘ destroyed’ 
to insert the words ‘in a manner to cause as 
little pain as possible.”—(Mr. Thornton.) 


Question, “ That those words be there 
inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 15, after the word ‘ shilling,’ 
to insert the words ‘ Every home to which dogs 
are taken by the police shall be required to 
keep a register giving a brief description of 
each dog received, the name of the police 
station from which it was received, with the 
date, and the manner in which it has been dis- 
posed of. Every such register shall be open to 
inspection by any member of the public on pay- 
ment of one shilling.’”—(Mr. Weir.) 


Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) seconded. 


Question, “ That those words be therein 
inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 4, line 2, at beginning to insert 
‘but such consent shall not be withheld if the 
‘ourt is of opinion that the conditions for 


| exemption mentioned in the said section are 


duly complied with on the part of the appli- 
eant.’”—(Mr. Catheart Wason.) 


Mr. WEIR seconded. 


Question, “ That those words be therein 
inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed :— 

“Tn page 4, line 10, at end, add, “‘(3) No 
fee shall be payable in respect of any applica- 
tion or consent under this section.’?”—(Sir 
Edward Strachey.) 


Question, “That those words be there 
inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


Mr. STARKEY (Nottinghamshire, 
Newark) proposed to leave out the 
words “a sheep” in Clause 6, page 
4, line 12, in order to insert “ any 
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cattle.” He said that it seemed to him 
that the clause as it stood at present took 
tco narrow a view. If it was advisable— 
and it ceitainly was—that the carcases of 
sheep should be buried, it was equally 


Adjournment 


advisable that any larger animals should | 
There was more likelihocd | 


be buried. 
that the carcases of large animals wouic 
1emain unburied than the carcases of 
sheep, because their burial would cause 
more trcuble; and he would ask the 
hen. Paicnet if he could not accept the 
Amendment in view of the fact that the 
caicases of unburied animals might entice 
dogs from their homes and lead to sheep 
worrying. 
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CROWN LANDS (RE-COMMITTED) BILL. 

Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported; as amended, to be considered 
to-morrow. 


PUBLIC TRUSTEES [EXPENSES]. 
Resolution reported, “That it is ex- 
pedient to authorise the charge on the 


Consolidated Fund of such sums as may 
be required to make good any liabilities 





|incurred by the Public Trustee, or his 
| ofticers, appointed under any Act of the 
| present session to provide for the appoint- 
/ment of a Public Trustee, and to authorise 
| the payments, out of moneys provided by 
Parliament, of the salaries or remunera- 


: ers : ' 
ee a a eS tion of the Public Trustee and his officers, 


ment. He did so, 
interests of agriculture. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 4, line 12, to leave out the words 
“a sheep” and insert the words ‘any cattle.’” 
(Mr. Starkey.) 


Question, ‘That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the clause,’ 
put, and negatived. 


Proposed words inserted, 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 4, line 14, to leave out the word 
summary.’ ”—(Sir Edward Strachey.) 


Question, “ That the word ‘summary ’ 
stand part of the clause,” put, and nega- 
tived. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 14, after the word ‘con- 
viction, to insert the words ‘under the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act.’”—(Sir, Edward 
Strachey.) 


Question put, “That those words be 
there inserted,” put and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 4, line 24, at end, toadd the words 
“(d) Until the first day of January nineteen 
hundred and twelve section five shall not 
apply to any application for the renewal of a 
certificate of exemption in force at the date of 
the passing of this Act.”—(Mr. Crombie.) 


Question, ‘‘ That those words be there 
inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. Starkey. 


ke said, in the | 


and of other expenses incurred by them 
in pursuance of such Act.” 


Resolution agreed to. 
INFECTIOUS DISEASE (IRELAND) BILL. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG /Antrin, 8.) 
asked the Attorney-General for Ireland 
to explain why the Infectious Diseases 
(Notification) Act should apply compul- 
sorily and why the Bill had been 
introduced. 


Toe ATTORNEY-GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. CHErry, Liverpool, Ex- 
change) said there was a short memor- 
andum on the Bill stating its object. <A 





number of Resolutions had been passed in 
favour of it, and the Government had 
been pressed on many sides to bring it in. 


Question put, and agreed to, 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for to-morrow. 


‘CHARITABLE LOAN SOCIETIES 
(IRELAND) BILL, 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), considered. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Whereupon Mr, SPEAKER adjourned 
the House without Question put, pursuant 
to the Order of the House on the 13th 





July, 
House adjourned at twenty-six 
| minutes before Two o’clock. 
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HOUSE OF 
Wednesday, 25th July, 1906. 


The House met at a quarter before 


Three of the Clock. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Western Valleys (Monmouthshire) 
Sewerage Board Bill [Lords]. Read the 
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| RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
CYPRUS, 
| Return presented, relative thereto 


| {ordered July 19th ; Sir Carne Rasch] ; to 
| lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| [No. 282.] 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 
(CONTRACTS). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered May 18th ; Sir Howard Vincent) ; 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| {No, 283.] 


third time and passed, with Amend- 
| 


ments. 


Buckhaven, Methil, and 
Burgh Extention Bill [Lords] ; London 
Squares and Enclosures Bill {Lords}. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Newburgh and North Fife Railway 


(Extention of Time) Order Confirmation. | 


Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under 
The Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Act, 1899, relating to the New- 
burgh and North Fife Railway, presented 
by Mr. Sinclair, and ordered 
Section 7 of the Act) to be considered 
‘To-morrow. 


Great Northern (Ireland) and Midland 
Railways {Lords| Bill. Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 


BILL, 


Petitions against ; From Bradbourne ; | 
W igan ; 
Stockwith ; 


New Ferry; St. George, 
Tytherington; and, West 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 


Petition from Borrowash ; in favour ; 


to lie upon the Table. 
VOL, CLXI. (Fourtu Serizs. | 


Innerleven 


(under 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 


Copy presented, of Supplement to the 
| Thirty-fourth Annual Report of the Local 
Government Board, 1904-5, containing 
|the Report of the Medical Officer for 
1904-5 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
| Table. 
| 
| TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
| Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
| Consular Report, Annual Series, No. 
| 3680 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887 
(EVICTION NOTICES). 

Copy presented, of Return of Eviction 
Notices filed during the quarter ended 
June 30th, 1906, [by Command] ; to lie 
' upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Annual Report of 

| the Local Government Board for Ireland, 

‘for the year ended March 31st, 1906 
| {by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD 





PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 

| THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

| Royal University of Ireland. Copy of 
| Account of Receipts and Expenditure of 
the Royal Universitv of Ireland for the 
year ended March 3lst, 1906, together 
| with the Report of the Comptroller and 
| Auditor-General thereon [by Act]; to be 
| printed. [No. 284.] 


2K 
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MIDWIVES. 
Address for ‘Return showing the 
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Midwives Board and the number of Mid- 
wifery cases treated by each during the 


(Jucstions. 


names of Institutions approved as Train-| twelve months previous to the Board's 
ing Schools for Midwives by the Central | approval. 





Name of Institution. 


—-(Mr. Helme.) 
SCIENTIFIC SOCIETIES (GOVERNMENT 
GRANTS). 

Return ordered, “showing all the 
Government Grants during the last fifty 
years towards establishing, endowing, 
and maintaining the various Scientific 
Societies in (1) England, (2) Scotland, 
and (3) Ireland.—(Mr. Gulland.) 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


Crofters' Commission—Arbitrators’ Fees. 


Mr. R. L. HARMS WORTH (Caithness- 
shire): To ask the Secretary for Scot- 
land if he is aware that for acting as 
clerk in a reference for fixing the value 
of thirty acres of land at Achscrabster, 
in the county of Caithness, applied for 
under the Allotments Act, the costs 
connected with which amounted to 
£134 8s. Td., one of the clerks of the 
Crofters’ Commission charged £47 2s. 6d. 
as his fee and expenses ; and if he can 
state whether it is customary to allow 
the clerks to the Crofters’ Commission 
to act in this capacity. 


(Answered by Mr, Sineluir.) It is 
believed that the cost of the proceedings 
mentioned is correctly stated. The 
answer to the last clause of the Question 
is that it is not customary for the clerks 
of the Crofters’ Commission to act in the 
capacity referred to. It has, however, to 
be explained that the chairman of the 
Commission has given authority to the 
assistant clerk, who is a qualified law 
agent, to perform legal work so long as 
the same does not interfere with his 





Number of Cases. 





Intern. Extern. 





| 
| wt al 
| 


official duties. In the Achscrabster case, 
the local parties interested having failed 
to agree upon an arbiter, the Local 
Government Board appointed one of the 
Crofters’ Commissioners as arbiter. The 
Commissioners and staff were at the time 
engaged on their official duties in Caith- 
ness, and the arbiter, as a matter of 
convenience, appointed the assistant clerk 
on the staff to act as clerk and legal 
assessor in the arbitration. The work 
thus performed was outwith the scope ot 
his duties as an otticial of the Commission, 
and the ordinary legal charges were made 
by him. His account, amounting to the 
sum stated, has since been taxed by the 
auditor of the Court of Session in presence 
of parties. 


Protection of British Fishermen from 
Foreign Trawlers. 


Sir JOHN BENN (Devonport) : 
To ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty whether his attention has 


been called to the necessity of further 
protection to the English trawl and drift 
net fishermen against damage by foreign 
trawlers in the Channel and off the Port 
of Plymouth ; whether the services of 
H.M.S. “Julia,” which has been at Fal- 
mouth affording some protection, are 
dependent on the requirements of the 
service, and that her continuous service 
cannot be guaranteed ; and whether he is 
aware that in consequence of this un- 
certainty the protection afforded is of 
but little value to the fishermen of the 
port, and that drift owners will probably 
abstain from sending their boats to sea, 
as they did last year, which will cause 
great distress amongst the fishermen 
attached to the port ; and what steps he 
proposes to take to assist this industry. 
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(Juestions. 


(Answered by Mr. Edmund Robertson.) | I do not expect to be in a position to 
The Admiralty have already received | make a statement for some little time. 


representations on this subject, and every | 
eftort will be made to atford the Devon 
and Cornish sea fisheries the protection 
asked for so far as is compatible with the 
requirements of the service generally, but 
it is not the policy of the Admiralty 
permanently to appropriate any vessel 
to a particular locality. 


Holidays and Pensions for Sub-post- 

masters. 

CapratN FABER (Hampshire, An- | 
dover): To ask the Postmaster-General 
whether his attention has been called 
to the fact that, whilst head postmasters, 
clerks, and auxiliary postmen get two 
weeks holiday each year and a pension | 
after their service, sub-postmasters get | 
no holiday and no pension ; and whether | 
he will take steps to put these sub-post- | 





Reduction of Pat M‘Govern’s Holding. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
ascertain why the Estates Commissioners, 
in the sale of the David Friday estate, 
county Cavan, reduced the area of Pat 
M‘Govern’s holding in Tullymacross by 
four Irish acres; will he say if the 


| question of area is still open in this case ; 


and, if so, what steps do the Com 
missioners propose to take. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners assume that this Question 
refers to the estate of David Finlay, 
county Cavan. No proceedings for the 
sale of that estate appear to have been 
instituted before the Commissioners. If, 


masters on an equality with the first-| however, any other case is referred to, the 


named officials. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Burton.) 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Sub-postmasters who are paid by com- | 


mission according to the amount of post 
ottice business transacted, and who are 
generally shopkeepers, are in the position 
rather of contractors than of servants ; 
and as long as they provide for the work 
for which they are paid, their personal 


attendance is not generally obligatory. | 
They must, however, make satisfactory | 
provision for their duties while they are | 
away. These commission sub-postmasters | 


are not eligible for the benefits of the | 
| may add that | 


Superannuation Acts. 


the hon. and gallant Member is under | 


a misapprehension in supposing auxiliary 
postmen to be eligible for pension. 


Pier Accommodation at Reenard. 

Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any, and, if so, 
what, steps have been taken by the Board 
of Works or other Government Depart- 
ment to present a report on the pier 
accommodation at Reenard, near Cahir- 
civeen ; and can he say whether improve- 
ments will be carried out there in the 
near future. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 have only 
just received a Report from the Board of 
Works upon this matter. The Govern- 





ment will give it due consideration, but 


Commission will make further inquiry, 
if the hon. Member shouid furnish them 
with the information necessary to identify 
the case. 


Firing on Public Roads at Moymore. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on the 16th instant at Moy- 
more, near Ennis, the son of a grazing 
farmer, named Casey, whilst cycling on 
the public road, was wounded by revolver 
shots, discharged by hidden assailants ; 
and whether the police have any clue to 
the perpetrator of this outrage. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) L am in- 
formed by the police authorities that on 
the evening of July 15th Patrick Casey 
was, when cycling on the public road, 


slightly injured by a gun shot, not 
a revolver shot. One grain of shot 


penetrated his ear and passed along his 
cheek, slightly scoring it. The police 
have made every possible effort to dis- 
cover the offender or offenders, but have 
not yet succeeded in making any person 
amenable. They are pursuing their 
inquiries in the matter. 


Delay in Inspection of Mrs. M. Rinkle’s 
Farm at Coolgavney. 


Mr. SULLIVAN (Westmeath, S.): 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will inquire of 
the Estates Commissioners what is the 


2R 2 








(Juestions. 


1183 


{COMMONS} 





1184 


(Juestions. 


cause of the delay in sending one of their | Mulligan’s back premises at Arva, during 
/a visit paid last week by the county 


inspectors to visit the farm of Mrs. 
Margaret Rinkle, who was evicted some 


three years ago from her holding at Cool- | 


| 


| 


gavney, Moyvore, county Westmeath, her | 


landlord being General Meares ; and if he 
will impress upon the Commissioners the 


necessity of making a prompt inspection | 


of Mrs. Rinkle’s holding. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that the estate 
upon which the former holding of Mrs. 
Rinkle is situate has not yet come before 
them. An inspector has been instructed 
to inquire into the cases of all evicted 
tenants in county Westmeath, including 
the case of Mrs. Rinkle, but the inquiries 
into so many cases will necessary take a 
considerable time. 


Damage to Roads between Tullymurray 
Station and Ballykinlar Camp by 
Military Traffic. 


inspector, district inspector, and the 
sergeant in question to these premises ; 
and whether he will take steps to insure 
that no action will be taken by the con- 
stabulary to aggravate feeling in the 
locality, in view of the efforts being made 
by the town tenants’ executive towards a 


| peaceful settlement. 


Captain CRAIG (Down, F.): To ask | 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant of Ireland whether his attention has 
been called to the state of the public road 
between Tullymurray Station and Bally- 
kinlar Camp, due to the heavy traftic 
occasioned by the steam traction engines 
and other weighty baggage vehicles 
employed by the troops ; and whether he 
will communicate with the Secretary of 
State for War with a view to obtaining a 
grant in aid from his department towards 
restoring this highway to a_ proper 
condition in the interests of the farming 
community in the locality. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 understand 
that on June 6th the Down County 
Council decided to communicate with the 
War Office on the subject of alleged 
damage to the public road at Ballykinlar 
by military traction engines. | have no 
information as to the condition of the 
road, and the Secretary of State for War 
informs me that no communication from 
the county council has reached him. | 
would suggest that any further inquiry 
in the matter should be addressed to my 
right hon. friend. 


Police and Public at Arva. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state by what authority the local police 
sergeant broke the lock on the gate of Mr. 





(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) Tam informed 
by the police authorities that on the 
occasion referred to the county inspector, 
district inspector, and a sergeant had, in 
the course of their duty, entered a lane at 
the back of Mr. Mulligan’s premises, and 
on their return found the gate at the en- 
trance closed against them and locked 
with a padlock. Having no other means 
of exit the county inspector directed the 
sergeant to force the lock. I think the 
hon. Member may rest assured that the 
constabulary will do nothing to aggravate 
any local feeling which may exist in the 
matter. They have instructions to that 
effect. 


Allowances to Head Postmen at Glasgow. 
Mr. SLOAN (Beifast, $.): To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether his recom- 
mendations for allowances to head post- 
men apply only to Glasgow or to the 
members of this class generally. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Bucxton.) If, 
as [ presume, the hon. Member’s Question 
refers to an Answer which I gave on the 
5th instant to the hon. Member for Wick- 
low West on the subject of allowances to 
head postmen at Glasgow, I have to 
inform the hon, Member that my recom- 
mendations apply only to Glasgow. 


Teachers’ Salaries—Increases for Local 
Education Authorities. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the President of 
the Board of Education if he can state 
the number of teachers in Roman 
Catholic and Church of England elemen- 
tary schools, respectively, whose salaries 
were found to be inadequate by the local 
education authorities instituted under the 
Education Acts of 1902 and 1903; in 
how many instances were increases of 
salary made; and what is the total 
annual amount of such increases. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) 1 have no 
information on the subject. 
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Departure of Coldstream Guards for | 
gypt. 


Mr. GIBBS (Bristol, W.): To jask | 
the Secretary of State for War when the 
3rd Battalion Coldstream Guards will be 
be given their orders to depart for | 
Kgypt. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
It is hoped that the orders will be given 
very shortly. 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE. 


Return of Naval Expenditure. 

*Mr. BELLAIRS (Lynn Regis): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Ad- 
miralty in reference to the Return of 
Naval Expenditure which was granted on 
18th July, whether he will endeavour to 
give the Return ona common basis seeing 
that the last Return of this nature, 
published by the Admiralty 9th May, 


1905, omitted to make any mention 
of the fact that the increase in the 
British Naval Expenditure in the 


later years was largely due to the 
transfer from the Army Estimates of the 
Ordnance Vote, the decrease in the 
French Estimates to the transfer of the 


Marines to the Army, and omitted 
to draw attention to the absence of | 
any true basis of comparison in the 


Return between one set of Estimates for 
this country which included pensions and 
another set for a foreign country which 
excluded pensions. 


THe SECRETARY To THE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. EpMuND ROBERTSON, | 
Dundee): Yes, every effort will be made 
to render the Return as accurate as the | 
information available will permit. 
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North of Ireland Yeomanry. 


Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that the privates in 
the North of Ireland Imperial Yeomanry 
receive 5s. 6d. a day during training, 
although most of them are shop boys 
earning about 5s. a week ; whether he is 
aware that the horses, for three weeks 
use of which £5 is paid, would generally 
fetch less than that sum if sold in the 


' market ; whether his attention has been 


called to the conduct of such of these 
Yeomanry as went out to the Boer War ; 
and whether he will cause inquiry to be 
made as to whether the public receives 
any value for the money spent on this 
corps. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) 
asked whether the Question was not 
based upon absolute want of knowledge 
of the facts and was intended as an 
insult to the loyalists of the North of 
Ireland and to carry out the desire of 
the hon. Member to prevent recruiting 
for the Army ? 


Mr. CHARLES CRAIG (Antrim, S.) 
asked Mr. Speaker whether it was right, 
under cover of a Question, to make a 
charge or insinuation against Yeomen in 
the North of Ireland who had served 
their country in South Africa. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : I do not think there 
is any charge. I thought the hon. Mem- 
ber was referring to the gallant conduct 
of the Yeomen. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. HALDANE, Haddington) : The 
pay during training is as stated. I have 
no information concerning the statements 
made in regard to their ordinary 
earnings or their horses. As regards 


| those who went to South Africa I do not 


Greenwich Observatory. 

Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (City | 
of London): I beg to ask the Secretary | 
to the Admiralty if he can now state the | 
proposals of the Government with regard | 
to the Greenwich Observatory. 


Mr. Epmunp ROBERTSON: I am 
not yet in a position to make any state- 
ment on this subject. The inquiry by) 
the Committee consisting of Lord Rosse, | 
Sir Benjamin Baker, and Dr, Ewing is | 
now proceeding. 


‘know to what the hon. Member refers. 


It is not proposed to hold any special 
inquiry in this case. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) 
asked the right hon. Gentleman whether 
he did not consider that the time had 
arrived when some attempt should be 
made to put a check upon these disloyal 
insinuations ¢ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is a totally 
irregular Question. 
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Mr. T. L. CORBETT: I appeal to 
you, Sir, whether the original Question 
is not an irregular Question ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not see any- 
thing irregular in the Question. 


Mr. LONSDALE: It is very iasulting. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : Why did you not 
all go to South Africa ? 


The Proposed Army Reductions. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Croydon) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
which are the eight battalions which he has 
brought home in order that he may get 
rid of four linked battalions, and on what 
dates were the battalions in question 
brought home by him for the purpose 
named. 


Mr. HALDANE: The right hon. 
Gentleman is under a misapprehension. 
There will be a_ reduction of seven 
battalions on the Colonial Establishment 
and one on the Home Establishment. Of 
the eight battalions to be disbanded four 
are abroad and will be sent home. The 
withdrawal of the other three battalions 
from the Colonial Establishment will be 
eflected by sending home three more 
battalions than the number being sent in 
relief. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The right 
hon.Gentleman has not answered my Ques- 
tion. This Answer has nothing on earth 
10 do with the Question. The right hon. 
Gentleman has stated that he had brought 
home eight battalions, and I asked him 
what battalions were brought home, when 
they were brought home, and where they 
were brought home from. 


Mr. HALDANE: I do not know how 
the right hon, Gentleman gets at that. | 
assumed the right hon. Gentleman was 
asking how we proposed to get rid of eight 
battalions of the Colonial Establishment 
and by what machinery we proposed to 
do it. I have given him all the informa- 
tion on the subject and have explained 
the way in which we proposed to do it. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The right 
hon. Gentleman said that he had brought 
home—— 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 
Gentleman seems to be arguing the 
subject. The right hon. Gentleman can 
only put another Question. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : I am asking 
the Question on the Paper—namely, what 
were the eight battalions brought home, 
when they were brought home, and where 
from. Not one of these Questions has 
heen even approximately answered. 


Mr. HALDANE: I do not know from 
what report the right hon. Gentleman is 
reading. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Iam read- 
ing from the report in The Times. 


Mr. HALDANE: I said that we were 
proposing to bring home these battalions. 
I could not possibly have stated that we 
had brought them home. The right hon. 
Gentleman is allowing an extraordinary 
latitude to his imagination. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I do not 
know whether that is a fair suggestion ? I 
am asking the Question from the report in 
The Times. 


Mr. HALDANE: I certainly have 
said nothing to the effect that I had 
brought home battalions. If it is so 
reported it is very much misreported. 


Indian Medical Service. 


Dr. RUTHERFORD (Middlesex, 
Brentford) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India how many Indian Medical 
Service officers have been appointed as 
specialists under the Indian Army Order 
regarding specialists’ appointments in 
India; how many officers so appointed 
by the Director-General of the Indian 
Medical Service have received the special 
remuneration authorised for such appoint- 
ments; and how many are natives of 
India. 


THE UNDER-SECRETARY _ ror 
INDIA (Mr. ELLis, Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) : I have no information as to 
what steps have been taken consequent 
on the publication of the India Army 
Order referred to by the hon. Member ; 
but I will inquire. 
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British Indian Traders in South Africa. 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) : I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether in the interpretation of the 
municipal law of Natal the phrase coolie 
or lascar has been held to include British- 
Indian traders ; and whether Lord Elgin’s 
despatch of 11th April, which has been 
made public by the Government of Natal, 
can be laid before Parliament before the 
debate on the Colonial Oftice Vote. 


Questions. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Runct- 
MAN, Dewsbury ; for Mr. CHURCHILL) : I 
understand that the interpretation put on 
these expressions which are taken from the 
detinition of coloured person, a definition 
substantially re-enacted from a previous 
law, has not in practice included British 
Indian traders ; but in default of a clearer 
definition the interpretation of the phrase 
must rest with the Courts of the Colony. 
The Secretary of State is in communica- 
tion with the Governor with a view to 
laving before Parliament such Papers as 
have been published by the Government 
of Natal, 


Ceylon Trade Statistics. 


Mr. COURTHOPE (Sussex, Rye): I 
hez to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Colonies what is the annual value 
of the trade of Ceylon, and to what extent 
the volume of trade has increased during 
the last ten years; whether his official 
information shows that there is a sufficient 
supply of labour available to meet the 
increasing demand for labour in Ceylon, 
due to the rapid industrial development 
of that Colony ; and whether the experi- 
ments in the cultivation of rubber and 
cotton in Ceylon have been successful, 
and whether the area of such cultivation 
is increasing and likely to increase. 
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Ceylon Finance. 

Mr. COURTHOPE: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
what were the Revenue and expenditure 
of Ceylon for the years 1895 and 1905 ; 
and what relation the present indebted- 
ness of Ceylon bears to the revenue of 
that Colony. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (for Mr. 
CHURCHILL): The Revenue in 1895 was 
in round numbers twenty-one million 
rupees, in 1905 it was over thirty-four 
millions. The expenditure in 1895 was 
twenty-one million rupees in addition to 
over Rs. 600,000 charged against Surplus 
Funds and balances, in 1905 it was 
nearly thirty millions. The total debt 
outstanding on December 31st, 1905, was 
£4,670, 306 J7s. 9d, or nearly twice the 
Revenue for that year. 


Industrial Development of Ceylon. 


Mr. COURTHOPE: I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
in what respect the financial position of 
Ceylon renders it advisable to refuse 
further loan legislalion, desired for the 
purpose of railway, harbour, and irriga- 
tion works, and thereby to curtail the 
industrial development of that Colony ; 
and whether, in the interests of Ceylon, 
His Majesty’s Government will recon- 
sider their decision with regard to all, or 
part, of the public works for the purposes 
of which His Excellency the Governor of 
Ceylon desires to raise ‘further loans. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (for Mr. 
CuuRCHILL) : In view of the large number 
of new Public Works proposed and the 
heavy expenditure involved the Secre- 
tary of State has felt it necessary 
carefully to consider the question of 
further loan expenditure. He is giving 
the matter his close attention with every 
desire to promote to the utmost the 


| interests of this important and flourishing 


Mr RUNCIMAN (for Mr.} 
CHURCHILL): The trade of Ceylon | 
in 1905 was valued in round numbers at | 
218 million rupees. It had increased in | 
ten years by roughly 34 per cent. 


Colony 


Russia and the Aland Islands. 
Mr. GIBBS (Bristol, W.): I beg to 


The | ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 


Secretary of State has received no infor- | Affairs if the Aland Islands are now in 
mation to the effect that the supply of | the occupation of the Russian troops. 


labour is inadequate. The area under | 


cultivation in rubber has very largely | 
increased and several varieties of cotton | GREY): : 
| there are now some Russian troops in the 


are being grown in the island. 


Mr. RUNCIMAN (for Sir EpwarpD 


We have reason to believe that 
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Aland Islands : but my right hon. friend 
would refer the hon. Member to the 
Answ rs given to the hon. Members for 
the North Blackpool Division of Lan- 
cashire and North Gloucestershire on the 
28th ultimo and 9th instant. 7 
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of the case now being made, see that this 
magistrate is questioned. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Ihave no 
power to re-try this case or take fresh 


| evidence in the manner suggested, but | 





can assure the hon. Member that I will 
Morocco. take all the means at my disposal for 

Mr. GIBBS: I beg to ask the Secre-| arriving at a right decision on the 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs if he | memorials submitted on the prisoners’ 
has yet received a formal notification of | behalf. 
adherence to the Algeciras Act by the | — 

Sultan of Morocco. _ ; | Mr. ESSEX: When will the result be 
| made known ? 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (for Sir Epwarp | aia 
Grey): His Majesty's Government have) | *Mr. HERBERT 
been officially informed that the Sultan | shortly, I hope. 
of Morocco gave his formal adherence to 
the Algeciras Act on the 18th ultimo, 





SAMUEL: Very 


| ‘* Pharaoh’s Serpents” Eggs. 
Mr. RICHARDSON (Nottingham, S.): 
Lunacy Commissioners. | I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | Home Department if his attention has 
E.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State | been called to the fact that on 19th June 
for the Home Department whether his | last Leslie Whitby, four years of age, of 
attention has been called to the fact that | Hyson Green, Nottingham, died as the 
the number of lunatics has increased from | result of eating a poisonous compound 
25,000, when the Lunacy Commissioners | known as Pharaoh’s serpent eggs, which 
were first appointed, to 125,000, and | was made to ignite and not to eat, and 
that the Lunacy Commissioners have | that a verdict of manslaughter was _re- 
urgently asked for an increase in their | turned by the coroner's jury against 
numbers, without which their work | Charles Hunt, Birkin Avenue, Notting- 
cannot be efficiently performed; and | ham, for selling them; and whether, 
whether it is intended to appoint | seeing that Charles Hunt sold them not 
additional Commissioners forthwith. | knowing of their poisonous nature, he will 
'take such measures as will ensure the 
*THE UNDERSECRETARY of | poisonous nature of all such articles being 
STATE For THE HOME DEPARTMENT | labelled, and by whom manufactured, so 
(Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL, Yorkshire, | as to prevent similar fatalities. 
Cleveland): It must be remembered that | 
the number of Commissioners is fixed by) *Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: My 
statute, so that legislation would be | attention has been drawn to this case, 
required to add to their number. Such | Which is now sub judice. 1 am informed 
legislation could not be undertaken this that mercuric sulphocyanide, which 
session. But I may say that the whole | enters into the composition of these 
question of the administration of the | articles, isa poison and can legally be 
Lunacy Acts is at present engaging the Sold only by chemists. As regards my 
attention of His Majesty’s Government. hon. friend’s suggestions for the better 
regulations of the sale of poisons, I may 
Leckhampton Hill Rioters. _ point out that it is proposed to deal with 
Mr. ESSEX (Gloucestershire, Ciren- | this matter by regulations made under 
cester): I beg to ask the Secretary of. Section 2, Sub-section (3) of the Poisons 
State for the Home Department whether, | and Pharmacy Bill, which is now before 
seeing that all the evidence for the | Parliament. 
prosecution in the Leckhampton Hill | 
rioting case was police evidence, and 
that the magistrate called to read the 
Riot Act did not give evidence at | 
the assizes, he will, in the investigation 


London Tube Railways—Protection 

against Fire. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he is satisfied that proper 
precautions are taken against the risk of 
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fire on the tube railways, more especially 
that between Baker Street and Waterloo. 


Questions. 


THE SECRETARY To tue BOARD oF | 
TRADE (Mr. KeEarLey, Devonport) : | 


The Board of Trade in 1504 issued a list 
of requirements in regard to the precau- 


tions to be taken against the risk of fire | 


on tube railways, and in the case of 
all such railways constructed or opened 
for traflic since that date these require- 
ments have been insisted upon. 
gards the tube railways previously con- 
structed and opened copies of the require- 
ments were sent to the companies con- 
cerned, and their attention was drawn to 
the necessity of complying with them as 
far as possible. As regards the Baker 
Street and Waterloo Railway the Officer 
who inspected the railway prior to its 
being opened expressed himself as_ satis- 
fied with the precautions against fire, and 
the Chief Officer of the London Fire 
Brigade, after an inspection of the fire 
appliances, eertified that they complied 
with the requirements of the Board. 


Company Returns. 

Mr. BARRAN (Leeds, N.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether, having ascertained that certain 
companies have not complied with the 
regulations of the Companies Act, 1862, 
25 and 26 Vic., ¢. 89, as to filing of 
returns, he will take steps to insure the 
regular compliance with the provisions 
of this Act for the protection of the 
commercial interests of the country. 


Mr. KEARLEY : At the conclusion of 


each year the Board of Trade ascertain | 


what companies have failed to file returns 


for that year, and the necessary measures | 
such | 


are thereupon taken to compel 
companies to comply with the law. My 
hon. friend has submitted two cases of 
alleged default, but I have ascertained 


that in both these cases steps had already | 


been taken by the Board of Trade, with 
the result that the returns had been filed 
before his previous question was asked. 


Mr. BARRAN: Does not the fine 
become due three weeks after the date 
at which the return should have been 
filed, and will the President of the Board 


of ‘Trade take steps to exact that fine | 


immediately it becomes due ? 
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. Mr. KEARLEY: No, Sir, that would 
be perfectly impossible. The Board of 
| Trade make the investigation at the end 
of each year, and in view of the many 
thousands of companies we could not 
follow the date of each individual com- 
pany, as the hon. Member must know. 
[t can only pe done at the end of each 
year. 


Questions. 


Water Supplies. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Bath) : I beg to ask 
the President of the Local Government 
Board whether, in view of the aggrega- 
tion of population in urban areas and the 
development of industrial undertakings, 
both requiring, in the interests of public 
health and industrial efficiency, a great 
increase of the existing water supply, 
he will take into consideration the 
advisability of instituting an inquiry, 
either by Royal Commission or Parlia- 
ment, to investigate, amongst other 
things, the need for the protection 
and development of existing gathering 
grounds and other sources of water 
supply, the allocation of such gathering 
grounds and other sources on a com- 
prehensive and equitable basis, and the 
general control and supervision of this 
subject of national importance by some 
central and properly qualified body or 
department. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JOHN 
3URNS, Battersea): The Royal Commis- 
sion on Sewage Disposal in their Third 
Report made recommendations as to the 
establishment of a central authority in 
connection with the Local Government 
Board for the prevention of the pollution 
of water, and for some other purposes 
relating to water supply. They con- 
sidered that the central authority might, 
with the aid of the Rivers Boards, which 
‘they thought should be set up, collect 
information with regard to the waste of 
water and its abstraction from one dis- 
trict for distribution in another. I am 
giving attention to this Report, and it 
seems to me that pending a decision on 
the recommendations contained in it, 
consideration of the desirability of an 
inquiry by Parliament, or by another 
Royal Commission such as is suggested by 
my hon. friend should be deferred. 


Mr. MACLEAN: Arising out of this 


|Answer, mav I ask the right hon. 
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Gentleman if he will also consider, in 
connection with this matter, the ques- 
tion of afforestation which is so materially 
associated with the subject of water 
supply ? 


Questions. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: In the event of 
such an inquiry as that indicated by my 
hon. friend being instituted, in my judg- 
inent the question of afforestation might 
well come in the reference to such a body. 


Westbourne Park Chapel, Paddington. 

Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, | 
N.): I beg to ask the President of the | 
Local Government Board if his attention 
has been directed to the fact that under 
the Act 3 and 4 William IV., c. 30, see. 1, 
which provides that churches and chapels 
shall not be rated as long as they are 
exclusively devoted to public religions 
worship, Westhourne Park Chapel, Pad- 
dington, has been recently assessed at 


{COMMONS} 





£200 per annum gross, entailing a pay- 
ment of rates of £56 per annum, on the | 
ground, inter alia, that lectures are | 
delivered in connection with the chapel | 
institute, while twenty-three other places | 
of worship in Paddington have not been | 
although in some cases not | 
conforming to the law; and | 
whether, in view of the obsolete char- | 
acter of the Act referred to, he will | 
introduce legislation to modify the law | 
in order to prevent interruption with the | | 
free use of the chapel ? | 


assessed, 
strictly 





Mr. JOHN BURNS: I have seen a} 
newspaper paragraph as to the case of 
this chapel. I will 


on the subject. 


Education Code. 

Sir HENRY CRAIK (Glasgow and | 
Aberdeen Universities): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Education, | 
why, in the prefatory memorandum to 
the Code for 1906, professing to deal 
with the more important changes in the | 
present Code as compared with that for | 


1905, no reference is made to the very 
important changes in Article 27 (c) 
affecting the future recognition of 


voluntary schools. 


THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
EDUCATION (Mr. Birrewy, Bristol, | 
N.): The prefatory memorandum does | 


1196 


not profess to deal with all the changes 
in the Code but only with the more 
important ones. In view of the very 
limited number of schools which are likely 
to seek or obtain recognition as volun- 
tary schools before the passing of the 
Education Bill into law (upon which event 
the Article will not operate) I cannot 
consider that Article 27 (c) has any far 
reaching effects, or that any serious 
results will arise from our not having 
epecially brought it to the notice of people 
who read the Code, to the vast majority 
of whom it will be of no concern whatever, 


(Juestions. 


Sir HENRY CRAIK: Would it not 
be well to revert to the practice followed 
until very recently of publishing in paral- 
iel columns the changes in the Code ? 


Mr. BIRRELL: I will consider that 
point. 
Lord BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 


Chorley): Is it not because paragraph 2 
of Section 27 only applies to schools not 


| vet in existence ! 


Mr. BIRRELL: I have said that no 
scrious results will arise from the omission. 


Lorp BALCARRES : We shall have 
| no opportunity of discussing this on the 
| Education Estimates. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I am_ willing to 


| answer any Questions. 
take note of the 
point referred to by my hon, friend, but | 
I cannot promise to introduce legislation | 


Migration from Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
itary for Scotland —— the Lewis 
| Landward Committee have been recently 
‘asked to submit a list of the names of 
| cottars and others resident at Bayble 
| and elsewhere in the Island of Lewis who 
| are willing to migrate to the Mainland if 
the Congested Districts Board arrange 
| reasonable aid for their settlement. 


THE 
(Mr. SincLatr, Forfarshire) : 
first part of the hon. Member's Question 
the Answer is in the negative. For 
reasons given in my reply on June 26th, 
it is not intended that the Board should 
take any further steps. 


SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
To the 








| t See (4) Debates, clix., 752. 
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Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman have further inquiries made, 
as the information given is wholly 
ieorrect * 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I believe we have 
all the information that can be obtained 
st this moment. 


The Secretary for Scotland and the 
Island of Lewis. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 
ary for Scotland whether he has yet 
considered the expediency of visiting the 
(sland of Lewis during the Recess in 
order that he may become acquainted on 
che spot with the sanitary condition of 
the townships in the island as disclosed 
n the Report of Dr. Dittmar, medical 
nspector to the Local Government Board 
‘or Scotland. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No personal visit 
is required to convince me of the value 
and importance of Dr. Dittmar’s report. 


Mr. WEIR: I am only asking the 
right hon. Gentleman to follow the 
excellent example of previous Secretaries 
for Scotland. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
should not take this opportunity of 
making a speech. 


Barra Cottars. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secre- 


any of the Barra Cottars who have 
removed their cattle to grazings in the 
Isle of Vatersay, Outer Hebrides, now 
reside in the isle, and, if so, how many ; 
and will he state the nature of the 
buildings they have erected. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: No information has 
reached me to the effect that any Cottars 
have taken up residence in the Island of 
Vatersay or that they have erected any 
buildings thereon. 


Foreign Trawlers. 





view of the unanimous confirmation by the 
Courts of Session of the decision of Sheriff 
Guthrie with regard to foreign trawling 
in prohibited waters, what steps the 
Fishery Board of Scotland intend to take 
to enforce the law. 


{25 Juty 1906} 


tary for Scotland if he will state whether | 


Mr. AINSWORTH (Argyllshire): 1 
beg to ask the Secretary for Scotland, in | 
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| Sir GEORGE DOUGHTY (Great 
Grimsby) : Will the right hon. Gentleman 
| before answering this Question consult 
the Law Officers of the Crown as to the 
bearing of this local legal opinion upon 
| the general question. 


(Juestions. 


Mr. SINCLAIR : Certainly, Sir. The 
matter is engaging my attention, but I 
am not yet able to make any statement. 


Moray Firth Trawling Case. 

*Mr. LAMONT (Buteshire) : I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland whether 
he has seen the unanimous decision of 
the Judges of the High Court of Justiciary 
at Edinburgh on Thursday last in the 
Moray Firth trawling case; and what 
steps he proposes to take to enable the 
Fishery Board to enforce, in future, 
compliance with the law. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: I beg to refer my 
hon. friend to the reply given to the 
hon. Member for Argyllshire. 


Mryborough Assizes. 

Mr. MEEHAN (Queen’s County, 
Leix): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the 
Judge’s charge and report of assizes, held 
at Maryborough on the Sth instant ; 
whether he is aware that the Judge 
declared the county to be in a peaceful, 
orderly state ; that the number of cases 
returned was three ; that the grand jury 
returned true Bills in two cases, and 
threw out the Bill in the third case ; 
that in the two cases in which true Bills 
were found, and convictions followed, 
the criminals were ex-Army men recently 
discharged, strangers in the district, 
tramping through the county; and 
whether, in view of the crimeless state 
of the county, the proclamation of the 
county will be revoked. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
/LAND (Mr. Brycr, Aberdeen, §.): I 
understand that the facts are substantially 
as stated in the Question. The proclama- 
| tion to which the hon. Member refers is 
‘doubtless the proclamation under the 
Peace Preservation Act which prohibits 
the possession of fire arms without 
licence. I informed the hon. Member 
on 21st May? that the working of this 





| + See (4) Debates, elvii., 945. 
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Act was under my consideration but that | 
I could not, as at present advised, mA 
that no provisions respecting the | 
possession of arms were needed. [ am | 
not yet in a position to add anything 
to that reply. The matter is still being | 
considered, 


(Juestions. 


Administration of the Peace Preservation 
Act in Queen’s County. 


*Mr. MEEHAN: I beg to ask the, 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a) 
special Court under the Peace Preserva- | 
tion Act, was held at Maryborough, | 
Queen’s County, on Tuesday, 10th inst. ; 
the presiding magistrates were Mr. | 
Vesey Fitzgerald, R.M., and Mr. Horne- 
brooke, R.M.; that the witnesses | 
examined included a district inspector, a | 
head constable, and a sergeant, Royal 
Irish Constabulary ; that there were 
seven constables on duty in the court ; 
and that the alleged offence which the 
Court was constituted to try was the 
possession by a youth named Jasper 
Starkie of a boy’s toy pea rifle, which 
cost 7s. 6d., and six pea cartridges ; and 
whether, seeing that Jasper Starkie was 
convicted and fined for having arms in a 
proclaimed district, and that Starkie on | 
June 9th, when questioned by the police, 
gave up the toy rifle and six cartridges, 
he will, in view of the use to which the | 
Peace Preservation Acts are being ap- 
plied and the crimeless state of the 
county, withdraw the proclamation of 
the county. 


*Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
police authorities that the facts are as 
stated in the first two inquiries. The 
witnesses against Starkie—who is an | 
adult, not a youth—were the head con- 
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| therewith, does the 
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*Mr. MEEHAN: Arising out of the 
Question may I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man on what evidence the statement 
rested that the lad had concealed some of 
the ammunition ? 


(Juestions. 


*Mr. BRYCE: I have no information 
on the case. I assume the authorities 


' “an . 
satisfied themselves in some way. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): What was the bore of the cartridges 
seized by the police ? 


Mr. BRYCE: I do not know. 
Lunacy (Ireland) Bill. 
Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 


| received a Resolution from the Monaghan 


and Cavan Asylum protesting against 
the Lunacy (Ireland) Bill of 1906 ; will he 
say how many asylum boards have pro- 
tested against this measure, and what is 
the approximate amount which it is 
anticipated will be saved by the preposed 
legislation ; and in view of the hostility 
to the Bill, and all the facis in connection 
Government intend 
to go on with this Bill. 

: The Resolution referred 
In all, twenty-one 


*Mr. BRYCE 
to has been received. 


asylum boards have protested against the 


Lunacy (Ireland) bill of the present 
session. It is estimated that the saving 
which would be effected by the Bill 


/would amount to above £2,000 per 
/ annum. 


The Government, however, 
have decided not to proceed with the 
Bill during the present session. 


Evicted Tenants in County Cavan. 
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stable and a sergeant. Seven constables} Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 
were in court that day but they were | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
engaged in other cases. Starkie was | Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state the 
fined 5s. for having had ammunition, | number of applications for reinstatement 
namely loaded cartridges, in his posses- | from evicted tenants in county Cavan 
sion without a licence. It was proved | filed with the Estates Commissioners ; 
that he had received a large number of | how many of these claims have been 


cartridges, and that on being spoken to | | investigated ; and will he say at the 
by the “police he surrendered six of the | present rate of progress w hen _ this 
cartridges, but retained and concealed a| necessary and useful work will be 
great many. He also surrendered n | terminated. 

ordinary pea rifle, not a toy rifle. Star- | 

kie had previously been refused a licence,| *Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Com- 
and was therefore aware that his posses | missioners inform me that applications 
sion of the ammunition was an offence. for reinstatement have been received 
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from 194 persons claiming to have been 
evicted from holdings in the county 
Cavan. Investigations have already been 
made into the circumstances of fifty-two 
of these cases; and as regards these, 
in twenty-one cases reinstatement has 
taken place; in one case the applicant 
did not come within the terms of the Act ; 
sleven cases have been struck out or 
‘efused by reason of the unsuitability of 
ihe applicants, or for some other reason ; 
ind the consideration of nineteen cases is 
still pending. All the applications have 
heen referred to an inspector for inquiry, 
and the cases will be dealt with as soon 
as may be possible. 


Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: The 
right hon. Gentleman has not answered 
the last part of my Question. 


*Mr. BRYCE: Oh, it is impossible to 
say. 


Irish Farmers’ Servants and Labourers’ 
Cottages. 

Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that farmers’ servant men residing 
in the farmers’ houses, and all whose 
duties are connected with agriculture, are 
held hy the Local Government Board not 
to be eligible for cottages under the 
Labourers Acts, and are forced in conse- 
quence to emigrate ; and whether he will, 
either by administration or by amend- 
ment of the present Labourers’ Bill, 
remedy this state of things. 


Mr. BRYCE: A “domestic or menial 
servant” is expressly debarred from the 
benefits of the Labourers Acts by Section 
93 of the Land Act of 1903. Even ina 
case in which an applicant for a cottage 
does nothing but agricultural work, it is 
still incumbent upon the local authority 
to prove that necessity for the provision 
of a cottage exists ; and this necessity is 
not evident in the case of a labourer who 
has no one dependent upon him, and who 
has been living for some time in the house 
of the farmer employing him. Such cases 
are, however, of infrequent occurrence, 
and are decided by the Local Government 
Board, not on the ground of the eligi- 
bility or otherwise of the class of appli- 
cants, but in accordance with the evidence 
given as to the necessity for erecting a 
cottage in each instance. Wherever a 
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cottage is proved to be needed it is in- 
cluded in a scheme. The Government do 
not consider that any amendment of the 
| Labourers Bill in the direction indicated 
in the Question is necessary. I will com- 
municate with the Local Government 
Board to ascertain whether in their 
opinion the administration of the Act 
needs to be altered in this respect. 


(Juestions. 





Irish Tenants’ Improvement Loans. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
‘of Ireland whether there is any account 
| showing all the loans issued to landlords 
junder The Improvement of Landed 
| Property Act, 1847, and subsequent 
| Acts ; the increases in rents imposed upon 
| tenants in respect of those loans ; whether 
|those increases are still being paid by 
| tenants in cases in which the loans have 
| been repaid ; what loans are still undis- 
| charged, and what precautions, if any, are 
| taken that tenants paying increased rents 
|in respect of them, on purchasing their 
|farms at prices based upon those rents 
| shall not be charged in addition with the 
repayment of the loan a second time. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
Board of Works that, except in their 
Loan Registers, no account exists showing 
the loans issued to landlords under the 
Improvement of Landed Property Act, 
1847. In the Appendix to each Annual 
|Report of the Board there is a schedule 
| showing by provinces and counties the 
jnumber of loans issued from the com- 
/mencement of the Act. The number of 
| Open Loan Accounts is now 8814, the 
amount of principal outstanding being 
| £1,185,531. Of this amount £16,662 has 
been written off the assets of the Local 
| Loans Fund, leaving £1,168,869 still due. 
| The Open Loan Accounts include not only 
loans made to leaseholders under Sections 
6 and 7 of the Act 10 Vic. ¢, 32, and to 
ordinary tenants under Section 19 of the 
Land Law Act, 1881, but also a very 
‘large number of loans made in recent 
years, since the passing of the Land 
Purchase Acts, to tenant purchasers, who 
on purchase become qualified to borrow 
under the Land Improvement Act as 
owners of land, but who are not landlords 
|in the ordinary sense. Under Section 46 
of the Act 10 Vic. c. 32 the landlord or oc- 
cupier may require the Board of Works to 
determine the amount of increased rent 
| which the occupier of lands ought to pay 








1208 (Wuestions, 
by reason of improvements under the 
Act; but the cases in which they have 
availed themselves of this power are very 
few, the bulk of the increased rents 
presumably having been settled by 
arrangement. The Board of Works 


have no knowledge as to whether these | 
inereases are still being paid by tenants | 


in cases in which the loans have been 
repaid. ‘The Land Commission inform 


ine that in cases in which a loan repay- | 


able by instalments has been made by 
the Board of Works to a landlord for the 
improvement of a holding, and the 
tenant has repaid the instalments, the 
improvement due to the works executed 
by means of the loan is treated in fair 
rent cases as an improvement made by 
the tenant. 


Cavan Magistracy. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland how many magis- 
trates were existing in county Cavan at 
the date of the appointment of the 
present Lieutenant of the county ; how 
many have heen appointed since, and 
upon whose recommendation, stating the 
religion and calling, how many are 
resident in county Cavan, and how many 
are members of the Orange Institution. 


Mr. BRYCE: The required informa- 
tion, so far as it can be obtained, will be 
found in Parliamentary Papers, No. 336 
of 1902, No. 118 of 1905, and No. 136 of 
1906. The present Lieutenant of county 
Cavan was appointed on 15th December, 
1900. No magistrates have been 
appointed for the county since the date 
of the last-mentioned return, but the 
Lord Chancellor is in communication 
with the Lieutenant of the county in 
reference to a number of appointments 
which are under consideration, and which 
it is expected will shortly be made. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Who is 
Lieutenant of this county 4 


Lord ‘ 


Mr. BRYCE: The name is not present 
to my mind at this moment. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is it not the right 
hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh 1 


[No Answer was audible. | 


‘COMMONS! 


(Juestions. 1204 


Untenanted Lands in Ireland. 

Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
| Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
_of Ireland in view of the fact that nearly 
all the untenanted land in Ireland is land 
from whici tenants were evicted prior to 
the Act of 1881, and that many of the 
| people now in need of land are descendants 
| of those evicted tenants, whether the 
_ terms of reference enable the Commission 
on congestion to receive and record 
evidence on these points, free from the 
limitations imposed by the Land Act of 
1903. 


Mr. BRYCE: If the hon. Member 
will examine the terms of reference he 
will see that the Commission is to inquire 
as to the existence of congestion through- 
out Ireland generally, and as to the lands 
available for the relief of congestion. — It 
is, therefore, clear that the Commission 
is intended to deal with congestion 
wherever it may exist, whether affecting 
the descendants of evicted tenants or 
otherwise. 


Colonel Malone’s Baronstown Estate 
Mr. GINNELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he will state the date of 
origin and nature of tenancy in each of 
the two large farms alleged to be tenanted 
and now about to be sold on Colonel 
Malone’s Baronstown estate, Westmeath ; 
the area of each of these farms, amount 
of purchase price, and amount which the 
Commissioners propose to advance ; and 
if the tenancies are not ordinary residen- 
tial tenancies, with right of tillage and of 
building, have the Commissioners con- 
sidered the advisability of distributing all 
or portions of these farms for relief of 
congestion in the district ; and what are 
their reasons for not pursuing that course. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
| sioners inform me that one of the farms 
referred to is occupied under agreement 
dated February 10th, 1880; its area 's 
| 205 acres, and the advance applied for is 
| £6,450. The other farm is occupied 
under lease dated July 4th, 1875; its 
area is 216 acres, and the advance applied 
| for is £5,203. The Commissioners have 
decided to advance £3,000 in each case. 
| As the farms are occupied by tenants, the 
| Commissioners have no power to deal 
| with them as untenanted land. 
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Mr. GINNELL: Will the right hon. 
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Gentleman inquire if these are ordinary | 


tenancies 4 


Mr. BRYCE: I have given all the) 


information in my possession. The 
Estates Commissioners have informed me 
that these farms are not untenanted lands. 


Roscrea Water Supply. 


Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that in 
four large townlands in the Roscrea Union 
the water supply is very deficient, and 
that the schoolhouse in the Laughanavotta 
townland has no supply of water, while 
three rivers in this district are polluted ; 
and whether he will direct a public inquiry 
into this condition of things, which is 
prejudicial to the health of the inhabit 
ants. 


Mr. BRYCE: The Local Government 
Board are aware that in Koscrea No. 2 
Dispensary District of the Roserea Union 
the water supply is deficient, there being 
no public supply under the control ot 
the sanitary authority. There is no 
water supply in the townland — of 
Drumakeenan (not Laughanavotta) where 
there is a schoolhouse. The local water 
supply is obtained from streams, which 
are subject to pollution. The Board 
have already been in correspondence 
with the rural district council upon the 
subject, and are about to address a 
further communication to them. 


Shannon Development Company. 


Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland what amount has been granted 
by the Board of Works to the Shannon 
Development Company; whether he is 
aware that no service is performed for 
any quay on the Tipperary shore, and 
that there are only two stations on the 
Galway side in out of the way places : 
and whether the work is done to the 
satisfaction of the Board of Works. 


Mr. BRYCE: The amount of the 
subsidy under the Railways (Ireland) Act 
1896 paid by the Board of Works to the 
Shannon Development Company was 
£9,500. This sum was paid by instal- 


ments spread over a period of seven) 


years which terminated on lst May, 1904. 


(Juestions. 1200 
Since the cessation of the subsidy the 
Board of Works have not exercised any 
control over the Shannon Development 
Company, and the question whether the 
service is now carried out to the 
satisfaction of the Board of Works ‘does 
not, therefore, arise. 


Roscrea Sanitation. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he will direct a public 
inquiry to be conducted by an inspector 
of the Local Government Board into the 
sanitary condition of the town of Roscrea 
and the state of the Bunnow river, which 
passes through the town. 


*Mr. BRYCE: The Local Government 

Board are aware that the sanitary 
condition of Roscrea is not satisfactory 
owing to its defective sewerage system. 
The Board have already called the 
attention of the rural district council to 
the necessity for an improved system of 
drainage, and are about to address them 
again on the subject. Before considering 
the question of holding an inquiry, the 
Board will await the result of their 
further communication with the district 
council. 


Land Purchase in County Longford. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of lreland if he will state 
the number of applications for sale under 
The Land Purchase Act, 1903, which 
have been received from County Long- 
ford; how many have been dealt with ; 
how many retused; and how many 
applications have been lodged up to the 
Ist July, and are now pending. 


*Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that as respects direct 
sales in the County Longford the number 
of applications for purchase lodged up to 
Ist instant was 1,423; the number of 
advances sanctioned, 465 ; the number of 
applications for advances refused, 38 ; 
and the number pending, 920. In 
addition, three estates, comprising eighty - 
two tenancies, are being dealt with under 
Section 7. For one of these estates, 
comprising thirty-two tenancies, the 
Commissioners have made an offer to the 
Land Judge which has not yet been 
accepted. 
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Maconely Estate—Tenants’ Turbary | 
Rights. | 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask | 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland to state whether the | 
Estates Commissioners are aware that | 
the owners of the Maconely estate are 
now endeavouring to effect sales of | 
turbary to tenants outside the agreements | 
by which this turbary was to be conveyed 
to trustees for the benefit of these 
tenants; and whether any steps can be 
taken by the Estates Commissioners to 
put a stop to such attempts on the part 
of the landlord. 


*Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners are not aware that the vendor is 
endeavouring to dispose of the bog in the 
manner stated. The Commissioners will 
see that, in accordance with the terms of 
the vendor's originating application, the 
necessary steps are taken to have the bog 
vested in trustees for the benefit of the 
tenants. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the attention 
of the Estates Commissioners has been 
called to the case of John Sheridan 
(Road), of Legga, county Longford, a 
tenant on the Maconely estate, to whom, 
under his pink schedule, the landlord had 
to allow 12s. a year in lieu of turbary ; 
can he say whether the man is now com- | 
elled to purchase turbary from the land- 
ord regardless of the contract in his pink | 
schedule ; and, if so, will an inquiry be 
directed into his case. 


{COMMONS} 
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Sale of the Maconely Estate. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg toask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the sale of the Maconely (county 
Longford) estate; whether he is aware 
that the landlord, Mr. John A. Maconely, 
as part of the arrangement for sale, con- 
sented to vest 1,300 acres of unoccupied 


‘bog and mountain in trustees for the 


benefit of and to be divided amongst the 
tenants ; and can he state whether this 
agreement has been sanctioned by the 
Estates Commissioners. 


*Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- 
sioners inform me that in the originating 
application for sale the vendor applied 
that the bog upon his holding should be 
vested in trustees for the benefit of 
the tenants. The Commissioners have 
approved of this course, and the necessary 
steps to carry out this arrangement will 
be taken. 


Lamphier Estate, County Tipperary. 

Mr. KENDAL O'BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lientenant of Ireland 
whether there are any police on special 
duty in connection with the Lamphier 
estate, county Tipperary ; whether his 
attention has been called to the relations 
hetween the constabulary and the people 
owing to the tactics adopted by the 


former, particularly towards the evicted 
| tenants and their families ; is he aware 


that the escort which was accompanying 
Martin Cormack on the 12th June, and 
which consisted of Sergeant Kennedy 
and constables Andrew Murphy and 


| William West, when returning from the 


*Mr. BRYCE: The Estates Commis- | 
sioners inform me that the fair rent of | 
John Sheridan’s holding was fixed on the | 
basis that the tenant’s holding had | 
appurtenant to it turbary assessed at the | 
value of 10s. per annum. So far as the | 
Commissioners are aware, this right of 
turbary is still appurtenant to the) 
holding, and if the holding should be 
vested in the tenant under the Land 
Purchase Acts it will continue appur- | 
tenant to it,pursuant to Section 34 of the 
Act of 1896. The Commissioners are 
not aware that Sheridan is compelled to 
purchase turbary from the landlord, but | 
they will communicate with the vendor's | 
solicitors on the matter. 


Thurles quarter sessions, entered into a 
boreen leading to the house of Patrick 
Cormack, evicted tenant, and attacked 
his sister, Johanna Cormack, and a youth 


mamed Martin Moore; that they 
assaulted the latter severely and 


threatened Miss Cormack ; has he any 
report showing that any of the policemen 
were under the influence of drink at the 
time, and that the row caused by them 
endangered the life of Ellen Cormack, 
who was lying ill in her brother's house ; 
and whether, owing to the disturbed 
state of the district, steps will be taken 
to control the conduct of the constabu- 
lary ; and whether the Estates Commis- 
sioners will use their powers to bring 











1209 (Questions. 
about a settlement of the claims of the 
evicted tenants. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
police authorities that five policemen are 
on special duty in connection with the 
Laniphier estate. The relations between 
the police and the people are stated to 
be most friendly, with the exception of 
a few families who are in sympathy 
with applicants for farms on the estate 
mentioned. I am 
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informed that it is | 


not the fact that on 12th July the police | 


Martin 
Cormack. 


assaulted 
Johanna 


either 
threatened 


Moore oT | 
These 


persons were disorderly, and the police | 


are stated to have treated them with much 
forbearance and to have merely cautioned 
them as to their conduct. There is no 
ground for the suggestion that the 
police were under the influence of drink. 
I have already informed the 


hon. | 


Member that the persons who claim to | 
_ before the sale is completed, as manifestly 


be evicted tenants are not such, but 
surrendered their farms for monetary 
compensation. The Estates Cominis- 


sioners have no power to interfere in the 


matter. The property was sold some 
time ago. 


Sale of Mr. Courtenay Croker’s Moohane 
state. 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
whether in the sale to the tenants of 


Sav 
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statement in his former holding, now 
occupied by Timothy Kirby. The Com- 
missioners understand that Kirby is not 
prepared to surrender the farm, and they 
have no information as to whether he at 
any time promised to do so. The Com- 
missioners have not yet dealt with the 
estate of Mr. Courtenay Croker which is 
the subject of proceedings before them. 
If the Commissioners should be unable to 
eifect the restoration of Power to his 
former holding, they will consider his 
application in connection with the pur- 
chase of any untenanted land on the estate 
or in the neighbourhood. 


Questions. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman ask the 
Commissioners to make some further in- 
quiries as to whether the tenant in occupa- 
tion of the farm has actually offered to go 
if a new farm is provided for him else- 
where ? Cannot these inquiries be made 


it would be better to put the old tenant 
back in his old home and the new tenant 
into a new farm 2? 


Mr. BRYCE: If the hon. Gentleman 
will put the facts on paper I will com- 
municate them to the Estates Commis- 


| sioners. 


the estate of Mr. Courtenay Croker, in | 
Moohane, parish of Herbertstown and | 


county Limerick, Michael Power, 
evicted tenant, or Timothy Kirby, 
planter on the farm, has been recognised 
by the Estates Commissioners as the 
purchasing tenant; have the 
Commissioners sent their inspector on the 


Estates 


the | 


Irish Questions. 

Me. T. L. CORBETT: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether, when starred 
(Questions are not reached on the Paper, 
he will consider the possibility of sending 


/a printed Answer in the same way as 


lands to interview Mr. Power, and the | 


planter, and, if so, what has been the 
result; is he aware that the planter 
promised the agent, Mr. J. 
ton, that he would resign the farm pro- 
vided he got another farm of equal value 
on the Croker estate; and will 
Estates Commissioners further use their 


the | 
| back of Mr. Speaker’s chair for the use of 


B. Barring: | 


other Ministers. 


*Mr. BRYCE: The hon. Member 
appears to be under a misapprehension. 
When a Question addressed to me, which 
requires an oral Answer, is not reached 
during the time set apart for Questions, 
I invariably cause my Answer to be 
printed and circulated with the votes, in 


| accordance with the standing orders, and 


offices in bringing in an arrangement so | 


as to restore Power to his farm. 


Mr. BRYCE: The 


Estates Commis- 


sioners inform me that they have now | 


received theic inspector’s report on the 
wpplication of Michael Power for rein- 
VOL. CLXI. [FourtH Series. | 


copies of my Answers are also left at the 
hon. Members. 


Me. T. L. CORBETT: Tam under no 
misapprehension. Is not the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that other Ministers 
post copies of these replies to the indi- 
vidual Members who put them down ? 


og 
— » 
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*Mr. BRYCE: I am not aware of 
thet ; I am following the practice which I 
found when I came to the Irish Office. I 
would remind hon. Members that I have 
to answer nearly as many Questions as all 
the other Ministers put together, and I 
believe the practice of leaving the Answer | 
behind the Speaker’s chair is on the 
whole the most convenient. 


(Questions. 


Corporation of Dublin Clerkships. 
Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that although 
the Corporation of Dublin have issued a 
programme of examination for clerkships 
the successful competitors have subse- 


quently to secure appointment by the | 


and whether 
representations to the 


ordinary course of election ; 
he will make 


corporation with the view of inducing | 
that body to throw its clerkships open to 


public competition. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Have not the 


Dublin Corporation followed exactly the | 


same course as the Belfast Corporation in 
this matter / 


*Mr. BRYCE: | canno: say as to that 
The Local Government Board have no 
official information upon the subject of 
tue Question. The Board, however, 
aware that correspondence upon 


including a letter from the City Treasurer 
of Dubiin explaining that the practice of 
the Dublin Corporation in the matter of 
these examinations has been for years 
precisely the same as that which prevails 
with the London County Council, the 
successful candidates being appointed in 
order of merit. It is not within the pro- 
vince of the Loca 


as to the manner in which they fill their 
clerkships. 
Mr. T. Rorke, J.P. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the | 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that Mr. 
John Dowd, of Ryfield, Elphin, county 
Roscommon, has reported to the Lord 
Chancellor that Mr. T. Rorke, J.P., had 
threatened him that if he did not give up 
the land that he grabbed from Bernard 
Heaney, he would make it hot for him ; 
whether any inquiry has been made into 
this allegation ; and whether any, and if 
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are | 
the | 
subject has appeared in the newspapers, | 


1 Government Board to | 
make representations to the corporation | 
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so, what, action is to be taken in the 
matter. 


*Mr. BRYCE: The Lord Chancellor 

| informs me that the Answer to the first 
| part of the Question is in the affirmative. 
|The Lord Chancellor caused inquiries to 
| be made into the allegation, and, as it was 
| not borne out, he decided that there were 
/no sufficient grounds for taking action, 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): Is the 
‘right hon. Gentleman aware that an 


emergency man quite recently threatened 
to shoot the police placed there for his 
| protection ? 


*Mr. BRYCE: [am not aware of that, 
but Iam happy to think that the threat, 
if made, was not carried out. 


Alleged Lawlessness in Galway. 
Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the remarks of the Judge at 
the last Galway assizes, that portions of 
the county were in a state of extreme 
lawlessness, that thirty-three people are 
under special police protection, that inti- 


/midation is very prevalent in the east 


riding, that very lictle freedom of thought 
reaction is allowed to the inhabitants 
in the matter of tenure of land, that the 
town of Loughrea and its immediate 
neighbourhood is in a very bad state, and 
a reign of terror may be said to exist 
there always; and will he say whether 
these statements have been considered by 
ithe Executive Government and what 
action is to be taken in the matter. 


Mr. BRYCE: I have seen a newspaper 
report of the learned Judge’s address to 
the Grand Jury, in which he is reported 

to have made the remarks attributed to 
| him in the Question. It is obvious from 
‘the report that the Judge was referring 
to portions of the east riding of the 
county only, and I observe that he com- 
mented on the fact that, taking the county 
as a whole, there had been a very sub- 
stantial decrease in the number of offences. 
I am informed by the police authorities 
that a great improvement is taking place 
in the condition of Loughrea, where 
public feeling was recently excited over 
a specific case. The police are fully alive 
to their duty of preserving the peace, and 
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adequate steps to that end are being 
taken. 


Mr. LONSDALE: Since when has 
the improvement occurred ? 
Mr. BRYCE: The information has | 


been conveyed to me in the last few days. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | 
E.): Is it not the fact that whatever | 
vestige of lawlessness remains is largely 
attributable to the fact that Lord Clan- 
ricarde and other landlords refuse to 
sell their properties ? Will the Govern- 
ment, in the interest of the public peace 
of the county, take some steps to deal 
with such landlords ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is a Question 
relating to policy of which notice should 
be given. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I 


put it down, 


will | 


Return of Government Civil Servants 

in IreJand. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant | 
of Ireland, with reference to the Return 
ordered by Parliament last year regard- 
ing Government servants in Ireland ; 
whether he can state if on June 6th of 
list year a circular signed by the! 
Assistant Secretary, Mr. A. R. Barlas, | 
was issued to the Local Government 
Board staff, intimating that the Board 
proposed to refuse to supply the informa- 
tion ordered by the House to be supplied 
in the column marked place of education ; 
whether he is aware that the entry made 
in all cases in this column was, informa- 
tion not available, and that the refusal 
to supply the information to this House 
was the act of the heads of the Depart- 
ment, and not of the members of the. 
staff; whether he can state if this 
circular was issued by the direction of | 
the Vice-President of the Department ; | 
and whether the Government sanctions | 
the conduct of permanent officials in 
Ireland inciting Government servants 
to refuse to supply particulars called for 
by the House. 


Mr. BRYCE: 
Question does not correctly state the 
facts. 


| 
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required the Board usually supply the 
required information from the facts 
recorded in their office, without referring 
In the case, 


| however, of the Return referred to, the 


information as to the place of education 
of the staff was not on record, and the 
draft Return containing all the informa- 
tion in the possession of the Board was 
therefore sent to each member of the 
staff for any corrections or additions he 
might think fit to make. The Vice- 
President informs me that there is no 
foundation for the suggestion that he 


| incited members of the staff to refuse to 


| the 


supply the particulars called for by the 


| House. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that when the 
circular asking for information ordered 
by this House was sent round one of the 
columns had already been filled up at 


headquarters with the words ‘ Informa- 


tion not available ?”’ Was not that done 
by the Board in Dublin, and does it not 


‘amount to a refusal to supply informa- 


tion ordered by this House ? 


Mr. BRYCE: This occurred in the 
time of my predecessor, but I gather 
that the facts are not es represented by 
hon. Member. The words we 
inserted because it was found that the 
officials were not bound to state their 
place of education, and did not desire 
to do it. That was the result of certain 
inquiries which had been made. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Has the right 
hon. Gentleman been told by any official 
in the Local Government Board that the 
facts are as he has stated? Do they 
deny that they issued the circular with 
this column filled up in advance ? 


Mr. BRYCE: That should be the 


subject of a separate Question. 


Mr. MACVEAGH : 


on the Paper. 


It is the Question 


Mr. BRYCE: Well, I do not think 
the hon. Member’s interpretation of the 
circular is the correct one, as I gather 


I am informed that the | from the information supplied to me. 


If the hon. Member wishes for further 


When Returns concerning the| information he had better put down 


staff of the Local Government Board are! another Question. 


28 2 
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Will the | tory policeman and that he has not for- 
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right hon. Gentleman ask for a copy of | feited the confidence of the people, and the 


the circular and judge for himself ? 


Mr. BRYCE: I am willing to ask 
for that or any other piece of information 
put specifically to me. It is impossible 


| 
| 
| 


. ° | 
for me to have a minute knowledge of | 


what happened more than a year ago 
in the time of my predecessors. 


Action against Sergeant Dobson, Royal 
Irish Constabulary. 


Inspector-General does not intend to dis- 
pense with his services. 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Is it not the fact 
that the judge refused to believe the 
sworn evidence of this man ? 


*Mr. BRYCE: My information is that 


/he said he must grant the decree because 


Mr. MACVEAGH: I beg to ask the | 


Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if it has been brought to the 
notice of the Inspector-General of the 


Royal Irish Constabulary that at the last | 


June quarter sessions held at Enniskillen 


the administratrix of the late Mr. Gerard | 


A. Bird, solicitor, brought an action for 
recovery of £30 against Sergeant George 
Dobson, of the Royal Irish Constabulary, 
Enniskillen ; 
defended this action on the plea that he 
had paid the late Mr. Bird the said sum 
two months before his death ; whether he 


and that Sergeant Dobson | 


is aware that, after an exhaustive hearing | 
before the County Court Judge, Dobson | 


was decreed for the amount and his evi- 
dence wholly discredited ; and that the 


learned judge commented severely upon | 


Dobson’s conduct, which he characterised 
as amounting to wilful perjury ; whether 
Dobson has appealed against this 
decision; and, seeing that this sergeant 
as a public officer has to bring charges 
against members of the community, 
whether his evidence will in future be 
admissible in the petty sessions or other 
Courts of Justice ; and, if it is the inten- 
tion of the Inspector-General to dispense 
with this policeman’s services. 


*Mr. BRYCE: I am informed by the 
police authorities that the acts are gener- 
ally as stated in the first part of the 
Question. A decree was 
Sergeant Dobson for the of 


sum £30 


given ag:inst | 


which he alleged he had paid, but for | 
waich he was un»ble to produce a receipt. | 
The County Court Judge said that as the | 


sergeant had no receipt he was obliged to | the sale of the estate mentioned 


give a decree, but [am informe: that he | 


did not 
conduct, much less characterise his evi- 
deace as amounting to wilful perjury. 
The sergeant has not sppealed. His 
superior officers state that he is a satisfac- 


animadvert on the sergeont’s | 


no receipt could be produced and he did 
not suggest perjury at all. 


Commission on Land Congestion. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
whether the Commission to inquire into 
congestion in Ireland hes yet held its 
preliminary sitting; when will the first 
public sitting be held, and where: and 
will he see that a sitting be held in 
Cavan. 


*Mr. BRYCE: I understand that the 
Commission is holding its preliminary 
sitting to-day with the object of making 
arrangements as to its future sittings 
and procedure. It may be assumed that 
a public announcement on the subject 
will be made in due course. Any applica- 
tion which may be sent to the Secretary 
as to a sitting in a particular place or as 
to any other matter will be brought 
before the Commission. 


Lord Southwell’s Ballingrane Limerick 
state. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY = (Limerick, 
W.): IT beg to ask the Chief Secretary 


to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he 
will see that the Estates Commissioners 
do not complete the sale of the estate of 
Lord Southwell at Ballingrane, in the 
county of Limerick, until all the evicted 


tenants on it be reinstated in their 
holdings. 
*Vr. BRYCE: The Estates Ccom- 


missioners inform me that they will have 
due inquiries made into the cases of the 
evicted tenants before sanctioning the 
advances applied for in connection with 


Arva Eviction. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: 1 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether it is the 
intention of the Government to su; ply 


bee 
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the forces of the Crown in the proposed 
eviction of Mulligan, of Arva, and in 
view of the effects of this operation, and 
the resentment which is already felt 
locally, will steps be taken to secure that 
the police are not quartered on the resi- 
dents of Arva, who do not seek to aid 
in any way in this eviction, and whose 
small houses are already unable to com- 
fortably accommodate their present 
occupants. 


*Mr. BRYCE: The hon. Member must 


be aware that the Sheriff is legally en- 


Questions. 


titled to receive protection from the |; Ae 
of | for the privilege. 


forces of the Crowa in the execution 
decrees of the courts. 


be given to the convenience of the in- 
habitants. 
upon the residents, but are located in a 
temporary barrack or, if necessary, in 
lodgings voluntarily afforded by the 
inhabitants. 


Magistrates’ Appointment Fees. 
Mr. ODOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 


whether he will consider the advisability | 


of abolishing the judicature stamp duty 
of £6 now payable by a magistrate in 
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If it should be | 
nevessary to bring an extra force of police | 
into Arva in connection with the case | 
referrel to, all possible coasideration will | 


The police are not billeted | 


mission of the Peace, and adopting for | 


fees at 


Ireland the scale of 
obtaining in England. 


preset 


*THr ATTORNEY-GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Cuerry, Liverpool, 
Exchange): The hon. Member is mis- | 


takea in supposing that the Attorney- 
General has any power to change the fee 
payable on the appointment of a magis- | 
trate. The present fee of £6 was fixed | 
by an Order made under Statute in 1877 
by the then Lord-Chancellor and the 
Presidents of the Common Law Divisions 
with the concurrence of the Treasury. 
The practice in Ireland differs from that | 
which prevails in England. In Ireland | 
eich magistrate receives a separate com- 
mission which entails expense, and this | 
is not the case in England. In England 
additional fees, varying in amount, are | 
charged in respect of magistrates taking | 
office, and these are not payable in| 
Ireland. The Lord-Chancellor informs 
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sideration, but that he is willing to 


Baron at the first opportunity in order 
to ascertain their views as to the possi- 
bility of reducing the fees, and ! shall 
myself consult the Treasury on the 
subject. 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : Does not the 
charging of these fees debar working 
men becoming magistrates in Ireland ? 

*Mr. CHERRY : I am not in a position 
| to say that there are no working men in 
| Ireland who would be willing to pay £6 


— the Chief Justice and the Chief 
| 


Education of the Blind and the Deaf. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY : I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether his atteation has been called to 
| the necessity for legislation on the lines 
of the Elementary Education (Blind and 
| Deaf Children) Act, 1893 ; in view of the 
| successful operation of this Act, will he 
consider the whole question with a view 
| to exteading its provisions to Irel snd ? 


*Mr. FRYCE: It appears to have 
} escaped the hoa. Member’s notice that a 
sill upon this subject has already been 
invroduce | by the Government and reid 
a second time. If the hon. Member will 


. . ' | refer to the Order Paper he will see that 
Ireland on his appointment to the Com-| 7° 3° he Onder Pap 


the Bill is down for the Committee 
to-day. 
Cavan Postal Service. 
Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 


to ask the Postmaster-General whether 
he will grant further postal facilities to 
the country people who reside in the 


i townlands of Shannow, Derrin, Drumi- 


canoe, Teduhan, Deumhilla, Mullaghaboy, 
Urble and Drumbruckles, and are av 
present so indifferently served by the 
postal arrangements at present provided 
in the Carrigan to Teduhan postal district, 
county Cavan ; will he bring the service 
up to the standard of the surrounding 
district ; and, if not, will he say what 
would be the extra working costs of the 
exteaded facilities asked for in this 
Question. 

Tur POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SypneY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, Pop- 
lar): I have called for a report on this 
subject, and will send the hon. Member 


me that the matter requires some con- | an answer in due course. 
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Rathkeale Post Office. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : I beg to ask 
the Postmaster-General if he has received 
a copy of the Resolution from the Town 
Tenants Association, at Rathkeale, pro- 
testing against the action of Mrs. Howari, 
the new postmistress at Rathkeale, in 
seeking to acquire the licensed premises 
there from which the representatives of 
the late James Carey were evicted ; and 
what action he proposes to take in the 
matter. 


I beg also to ask the Postmaster- 
General if he can say what has been the 
result of his inquiry into the fact that 
Mrs. Howard, the new postmistress at 
Rithkeale, has been negotiating with the 
landlord of the licensed premises from 
which the representatives of James Carey, 
deceased, were recently evicted for non- 
payment of one year’s rent for the purpose 
of acquiring same for a post office ; 
whether he is aware that James Carey 
effected improvements in these premises 
to the value of £500, and that Mrs. 
Howard’s action has given rise to indigna- 
tion amongst the people of the town ; and 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
the representatives of deceased want to 
have a fair rent fixed for the premises, 
he will take steps to see that this postal 
official does not interfere in the matter. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I have a 
telegram to the effect that Mrs. Howard 
does not propose to acquire the premises 
referred to. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Did she 


not propose to do it at one time ? 
[No Answer was returned.] 


Roscrea Castles. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that there 
is a desire among the people of Roscrea 
for the preservation of the three old 
castles within the barracks ; and whether 
these remains will be preserved by the 
Board of Works when the barracks are 
disposed of by the military authorities. 


Mr. McKENNA: Under the Ancient 
Monuments Acts the Board of Works 
have power, on the request of the owner, 
to take over the guardianship of any 
ancient monument. possessing historical, 
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traditional, or artistic interest if, in their 
opinion, the preservation of such a 
monument is a matter of public interest ; 
but I am informed no application has 
been made to the Board to take over the 
castles at Roscrea. The last sentence of 
the question refers to a hypothetical case, 
and I cannot state what action will be 
taken until the occasion arises. 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) : May 
I inform the hon. Member for Mid 
Armagh that the people of Roscrea are 
quite competent to manage their own 
affairs without his intervention ? 


(Questions. 


‘ North Sea Fishery Investigations. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the North 
Sea International Scientific Investigations 
have now sufficiently advanced to enable 
the Government to form an opinion as to 
the advisability of closing against foreign 
as well as British trawlers areas such as 
the Moray Firth. 


Tae PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST 
LORD or tHE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL- BANNERMAYN, Stirling Burghs) : 
The investigations to which my hon. 
friend refers are still incomplete, and 
no conclusions as to the advantage of 
closing areas such as the Moray Firth 
can as yet be drawn from them. As my 
hon. friend is probably aware, further 
papers as to the work of the Inter- 
national Council which has been charged 
with these investigations have recently 
been presented to Parliament. 


The Prime Minister and the Duma. 

Lorp TURNOUR (Sussex, Horsham) : 
I beg to ask the Prime Minister whether 
the Government intend to use their good 
offices to assist the Russian Government 
in the formation of a new Duma. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I am not sure whether the noble ‘Lord 
seriously intends this Question to be put 
and answered ? 


Lorp TURNOUR: Yes, Sir. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I make no comment. The Answer is in 
the negative. 


Lorp TURNOUR: Arising out of 
that Answer, may I ask the right hon. 
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Geatleman whether he was merely ex- 
pressing his own private views—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: If the noble Lord is 
going to ask the Prime Minister a 
(QJuestion in reference to a statement. 
made out of doors, I think he ought to 
give notice of it. The matter does not 
arise out of the Question on the Paper. 


Lorp TURNOUR: 


(Juestion down. 


I shall put the 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE (No. 2) BILL. 
Lords Amendments to be considered 
To-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 326. j 


CONVEYANCING BILL [Lorps}. 


Read the first time; to be read a 
second time on Tuesday, 23rd October, 
and to be printed. [Bill 528.] 


MARRIED WOMENS PROPERTY BILL 
[ LORDs]. 
Read the first time; 


to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday, 23rd October, 
and to be printed. [Bill 329.] 


SETTLED LAND BILL [Lorps]. 


Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday, 25rd October, 
sad to be printed. {Bill 330.] 


NEW BILLS. 


RAILWAYS (CONTRACTS) BILL, 


“To amend the Law relating to Rail- 
way and Canal Companies’ Rates and 
(‘onditions of Conveyance,” presented by 
Mr. Hooper; supported by Sir William 
Holland, Mr. Channing, Sir Benjamin 
Stone, Mr. J. W. Wilson, Mr. Cecil 
Harmsworth, Dr. Hazel, and Mr. Hyde ; 
to be read a seond time upon Wednesday, 
24th October, and to be printed. [Bill 
O24. ] 


ARCHITECTS’ REGISTRATION BILL. 
“To provide for the Registration of 
Architects,” presented by Mr. Atherley- 
Jones ; supported by Sir George Fardell, 
Mr. Hamar Greenwood, Mr. Fenwick, Sir 
Christopher Furness, Mr. John O’Connor 
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and Wales) Bill. 


and Mr. Wallace; to be read a second 


| time upon Wednesday next, and to be 


printed. [Bill 325.] 


‘EDUCATION (ENGLAND ANI WALES) 
BILL. 


As amended, further considered. 


*Str_ WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University) moved an Amendment to 
Clause 4 providing that a local authority 
‘ shall” instead of “may” afford ex- 
tended facilities for religious instruction 
of a special character in any transferred 
voluntary school in an urban area on 
application made and after holding a. 
public local inquiry as to the wishes of 
the parents of fou’-fifths of the children. 
As the clause st»od, he said, the local 
education authority must take many steps 
before it could discuss the question as to 
whether it should or should not allow 
these extended facilities. If a certain 
uumber of parents applied to the local 
authority for extended facilities the 
authority was bound to act upon the 
application. Insuch a case there was not 
question of ‘* may” or “‘ shall” ; the local 
wuthority must take the steps set forth 
in the section. Amendments had been 
put down in the name of the Minister for 
Education making quite clear what was 
not clear before as to the order in which 
things were to be done. There were many 
other points in the clause to which they 
might call attention by Amendments 
before the debate was brought to a forced 
conclusion, but this word “* may ” stood in 
the foreground. As he had said, the 
local authority must take steps upon 
receipt of an application from parents 


for extended facilities. There were 
certain things which must be done 


even before these extended facilities were 
applied for. Fo. instance, owners must 
be willing to allow the use of their 
-chools for such extended facilities. Buu 
at any rate the local authority must, on 
application, forthwith hold a ballot and 
also an inquiry. If the result of the 
ballot was satisfactory and showed that 
there was a demand, and that the demand 
was genuine and the inquiry showed 
that there was accommodation for those 
who did not desire these facilities, 
then surely the matter should not be left 
to the discretion of the local authority to 


\say whether or not the facilities should 
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be granted? There could be no doubt 
that among many local authorities there 
would be differences of opinion,"and in the 
electorate, which returned the members 
of local authorities, there would also be 
differences of opinion. Yet in spite of 
this it was proposed to leave the matter to 
the discretion—it might be to the pure 
caprice of the local authority, and he was 
sure that a very bitter and troublesome 
topic would thereby be introduced into 
municipal elections. It must be borne 
in mind that it was not a question which 
they could settle at once and for ever 
when the Bill was in operation. New 
schools might be handed over #0 the local 
authority and a similar demand made 
which would necessitate the taking of 
similar steps. The ballot and the local 
inquiry would have to be again held and 
the authority would have to use its 
discretion. Again, schools might il cr 
their character; the population might 
shift, and transferred voluntary schools 
with facilities under Clause 3 might 
reasonably wish to become candidates for 
facilities under Clause 4. Then again, 
they would have the long course of pro- 
cedure, and the local authority would be 
invited to state whether they would grant 
the facilities when they had already satis- 
fied themselves upon the point. It 
might be that they would exercise their 
discretion not in deference to the wishes 
of the parents, but in deference to the 
religious prejudices of certain members 
of the council or a certain portion 
of the electorate. It was wholly un- 
reasonable to require the local autior- 
ity to take these elaborate steps if they 
were going in the end to leave the out- 
come to the discretion of that authority. 
He did not wish to detain the House long 
on this matter which had been dealt 
with once, but which must be dealt with 
again if they were to do their duty by 
the voluntary schools. The clause as it 
stood, while imposing some rigid require- 
ments on the local authorities, left them 
at the end a discretion which might do 
a positive injustice alike to the author- 
ities and to voluntary schools, which 
might be refused the extended facilities. 
He moved. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL ( Wigan) said 
he desired to second the Amendment. 
He deeply regretted the restrictions of 
this clause. The clause really consisted | 


Sir William Anso::. 
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of a number of valueless obstacles, and in 
its present condition was in his judgment 


prejudicial to the cause of education 
The facilities supposed to be given 
under it were given with severe re- 


strictions and ponderous obstacles. He 
objected to any language in the 
clause which gave option or discretion to 
the local authorities. The freedom which 
some of them desired for denominational 
education ought not to be restricted in 
this way. He “hada great respect for the 
judgment of local authorities i in m2ny re- 
gards, but in the West Riding they had had 
an example to their disappointment ard 
regret of a feeling which he thought 
unworthy of the great cause of education 
and which they did not expect from a 
great authority such as that in the West 
Riding. He objected to the creation of 
vew difficulties and fresh impediments. 
Their work as educationists was difficult 
enough ; the labours were severe enough ; 
and in many respects the expenses were 
heavy enough. Why then add these 
laborious difficulties and expenses by 
such provisions as were in the Bill‘ 
The creation of these State-aided schools 
was insufficient and inadequate, and he 
was afraid the schools would not be in 
the forefront of educational reform, or 
be worthy of the duties which would 


devolve upon them. The difficulties 
would be abundant at every stage. 
They had first of all uncertainty. In 


education perhaps more than any other 
department they wanted, certainty, ac- 


curacy, and permanence. Under this 
clause they got none of those things. They 
were involved in elections. Many had 


complained of the elections attendant 
on the school boards, and one reason 
why many were agreed on the subject 
of the abolition of the school boards 
was that it did away with vexatious 
elections and with all the uncertainty. 
This clause would result in the election 
of a new group, and would create a new 
series of difficulties and some of those 
entanglements connected with — elec- 
tioneering which were a necessary part 
of our representative system. Then 
there was a great deal of time taken up, 
and properly taken up, by prolonged 
investigation, after which there was the 
overwhelming difficulty of bringing the 
reluctant voters to the poll. Many of 
the parents affected by this clause would 
, by the nature of their occupations be at a 
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distance from the schools, and there | troversy 
would be great difficulty in getting them | local authority. 


to vote. The clause would inflict great 
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injustice and unnecessary labour and | 


trouble on the friends of 


education, | 


and it was beeause his earnest desire was | 


to promote the cause of education that 
he seconded the Amendment. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 3, line 7 to leave out the word 
‘may,’ and insert the word ‘shall’.”’—(Sir 
William Anson.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That the word 
‘may’ stand part of the Bill. 
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out of the hands of the 


He was inclined to 
think that the Board of Education would 
give all that was necessary. But if 
the denominational schools did not think 
so, and as the acceptance of this Amend- 
ment did not affect any principle, and as 


'it was pressed with so much insistence, 
| he did not see why the right hon. Gentle- 


man could not accept it. 


Str THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 


N.) said that in the interests of the local 


| this clause mandatory. 


Mr. HUNT (Shropshire, Ludlow) said | 
it had been stated by the right hon. | 


(rentleman the Chief Secretary — for 


Ireland that this clause had been put | 


i1 to get rid of the opposition of the 
Catholics, and he supposed the Govern- 
ment were of the same opinion. With- 
out the word “ shall’ it would be of no 
use to the Catholics of England. because 
it left the question in a state of uncer- 
tunty and placed the Catholics at the 
mercy of the local authorities. Even if 
the word ‘“‘shall’? was substituted for 
“invy” the Catholics would still be 
very badly off, because there were more 
than 200 schools which would not come 
under this clause. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) 
sid he had voted for this Amendment 
in Committee and should do .o now, for 
the reason, among others, that since he 
had voted before, an opportunity had 
been given for schools to contract out. 
As the matter stood, with regard to the 
extended facilities, the Bill provided that 
they should be given if demanded through 
the ballot by the parents of four-sixths 
of the children. Then the facilities 
might be withdrawn if it were found after 
a local inquiry that the conditions were 
not maintained under which the original 
demand was acquiesced in. In the face 
of these facts no one could imagine a local 
authority which could not be compelled to 
afford those facilities. 
was that there would be on the local 
authorities some bigoted people who 
would give some trouble, and upon that 


ground alone he should vote for the 
clause being made mandatory. He 
viewed it from the point of view 


that if it were made mandatory it 


desirable to make 
The Irish Party 
were in favour of the Amendment and 
would vote accordingly. 


Mr. LUPTON (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 
said if this clause were made mandatory 


authorities it was 


| the local authority would become a mere 


| authorities 


registration agent. He considered that it 
would be a good thing to have discussion 
at election time in regard to these educa- 
tion questions. He did not agree with 
the idea that the local authority was 
always going to be managed by one 
or bigoted people who would 
pervert the other members. His 
experieace of local authorities was that 
they were not bigoted, but that they 
would be made so if there was an attempt 
to drive them by superior authority. 
As a matter of high principle the local 
should be left with some 
liberty of action, so that they might have 
the honour, glory, and credit of doing 
right sometimes. When the local autho- 
rities were so managed by Government 
Departments that they could hove no 
option to go wrong and therefore no 
credit for going right it would be a bad 
day for local government. 

Mr. PAUL (Northampton) ventured 


two 


'to hope against hope that his nght hon. 


friend would accept the Amendment of 
the hon. Baronet the Member for Oxford 
University. He agreed with the hon. 
Member for Sleaford in thinking that a 


| question of principle was here involved. 


What he foresaw | 


would take this matter of high con-- 


He did not approach this question quiie 
from the same point of view as the hon. 
Member for Oxford University or the 
hon. Member for Wigan. He considered 
that this Bill was just and impartial 
between all Protestant Churches. But 
while he regarded the third clause of 
this Bill as wholly inconsistent with its 
first principle and not to be reconciled 
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witn It by any application or mis-appli- 
cation of human ingenuity, he considered 
the 4th clause to be frankly and avowedly 
an exception to the general principle of 
tne Bill. The general principle of the 
Bill was that schools supported or aided 
by the taxes or the rates were to be un- 


denominational. That principle was 
clearly put before the electors and 


decided without doubt, but he thought 
this was just an instance to show that 
it was impossible for this House to 
lsgislate without the application of 
the common sense and judgment of 


individual Members, because it was an! 


iistance where a general rule required a 
particular exception in a_ very pro- 
minent and very notorious case. It was 
quite clear that if they were to apply 
that general principle to the Roman 
Catholic schools of the country it 
would be equivalent to closing them 
altogether, and he did not believe there 
was a man in the House who would 
contemplate such a_ possibility with 
an even mind. He ventured to support 
a similar Amendment to this in Com- 
mittee, and he received in consequence 


a friendly remonstrance from a_con- | 


stituent and supporter who accused 
him of upholding priestly — intoler- 
ance. He did not feel very much 


him 
and 


priest-ridden. A priest who rode 
would have to ride with a snaffle, 
then he was afraid he would jib. But 
all intolerance was not priestly, and 
there was a class of man upon whom 
the sight or the idea of a priest produced 
an effect which did not tend to tolerance, 
and did not deserve that name. The 
Established Church was not entitled to 
complain of a State religion which Parlia- 
ment might consider suitable for children 
in elementary schools, so long as the 
stablished Church was not entitled 
to the same liberty as the Free Churches 
But the Church of Rome in this country 
was in a different position. It owed 
rothing to the State and the State was 
1.0r morally entitled to interfere in 
any way with the conduct of its schools 
any more than with that of its churches. 
The only point on which he should 
differ from the arguments so ably 
and persuasively urged by hon, Gentle- 
men from Ireland on behalf of the great 
Church for which they spoke and to 


which most of them belonged was that he | 


Mr. Paul. 
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did nov think tacy had quite choagn Conu- 
fidence in the good sense, fairness, and 
justice of the local representative bodies 
of this country. Much as he would 
deplore the rejection of this Amendment 
he did not believe it would have half the 
practical effect hon. Gentlemen from 


Ireland apprehended, even if it had 


any practical effect at all. They in 
this House lived perhaps a little too 
much in a Party atmosphere. They all 
were party men, except Mr. Speaker, 
and it was a false analogy to assume 
that local representative bodies were 
constituted in a similar way or guided 
by similar principles. Questions in an 
administrative body did not naturally 
assume a Party form. The Party system 
had no more eloquent defender than 
the Leader of the Opposition, and he 
agreed with every word the right hon. 
Gentleman had said upon the subject. 
He believed it to be natural and essential 
and the most wholesome method of 
fighting out public questions in Parlia- 
ment and on the platform. But it did 


| not extend to local administrative bodies 


where differences arose on matters not 
of principle or Party, but of application, of 
judgment, and ofcommonsense. Though 
he voted for this Amendment and should 
vote for it again, he had so much con- 
fidence in the justice, fairness, equity, and 
good sense of his  fellow-countrymen 
assembled for administrative purposes 
that he did not believe the rejection of 
the Amendment and the adoption of 
the clause in the form it now appeared 
would do any substantial injustice. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR (City of London) 


said he had listened,as he always did listen; 


_to the hon. Gentleman who had just sat 


down with considerable interest, but there 
was one part of his speech which he 
heard not merely with interest, but with 
profound astonishment, and he should be 
glad to know, in the course of the debate, 
how far the views the hon. Gentleman ex- 
pressed found an echo on the Treasury 
Bench or on the Benches behind. The 
hon. Gentleman had frankly told the House 
that so far as the Church of England and 
the Wesleyans were concerned he thought 
this clause totally unnecessary, and 
that he regarded it as a clause entirely 
designed for the relief of Roman Catholics, 
for which reason he thought it ought to 
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have a place in the Bill. The hon. Gen- 
tleman was not content with that state- 
ment, but had gone with some elaboration 
into the reasons why the House should 
consider the consciences of the Catholics 
but should not consider the consciences 
of members of the Church of England. The 
speech of the hon. Member was remark- 
able and interesting because it admitted 
what was undoubtedly the fact, that 
Parliament was imposing by this Bill 
a State religion upon the elementary 
schools . of the country. It certainly 
came with a shock to him to learn that 
it was the accepted doctrine of the 
Liberal Party that it was the business 
this House to impose a religion upon the 
children of the country. 


Education (England 


Mr. PAUL : 


ligion. 


Only the Christian re- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Christians 
of this country had rights of conscience 
as against Mahomedans and Buddhists 
but not as against other Christians who 
might happen to diiler from them. 
That was an amazing doctrine to hear 
from any quarter of the House, but to 
hear it from a gentleman who was ad- 
mitted to be an able, learned, and cul- 
tivated exponent of Liberalism was 
really one of the most astonishing state- 
ments he remembered to have heard in 
his Parliamentary life. The hon. Gen- 
tleman had said the Church of England 
had no rights in this matter because it was 
a State Church; the Roman Catholics 
had rights because Roman Catholicism 
was not a State Church. The hon. Mem- 
ber had gone the length of saying that 
while the Church of England, and Church 
of England schools, had no rights in 
this regard, there was not a man in the 
House who would not regard it as a 
monstrous thing that the schools of the 
Roman Catholics should be interfered 
with—that it was contrary to morality, 
to justice, to all sense of right. It was a 
violation of all their views of what was 
light that the Roman Catholic schools 
should be interfered with; it was not 
a violation that Anglican schools should 
be interfered with, and that simply 
because the Roman Catholic religion did 
not happen to be established, and the 
Anglican religion did happen to be 
established. Supposing the Church of 
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England were disestablished to-morrow ? 
Would their rights of conscience revive ? 
Would they again be able to count 
themselves among those whose religious 
convictions had to be considered by 
this House? Would they regain their 
equitable position amongst citizens ? 
Would they cease to be pariahs, 
the natural victims of any majority which 
chose to attack them? This was an 
amazing proposition, and if it was really 
held by hon. Gentlemen opposite they 
ought at all events to keep the Church 
of England schools in a position of 
suspended animation so that, if the 
Liberation Society had their way and the 
Church of England was disestablished 
she might again enter into her rights, and 
not be put as far below the Roman 
Catholics the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Northampton now put her. 
He would be glad to know, because this 
was an important point, how far the 
Government echoed the view of the hon. 
Gentleman. He concurred with the hon. 
Member in thinking that there was 
something more than a question of pro- 
cedure behind the alteration of the 
word “may” into “shall.” The hon. 
Member for North Camberwell had sup- 
ported the Amendment chiefly on ad- 
ministrative grounds, but there was 
something more here than a question of 
procedure. There was a question of 
policy, and he really wanted to know 
what the Government’s policy was upon 
the matter. He believed it was that, in 
every instance where there was a case 
made out under the provisions of 
the section for special facilities, there 
special facilities should be given. The 
Government view was that if four-fifths 
of the parents desired special facilities, 
and if there was alternative accommoda- 
tion and the school was situated in an 
area with a population of 5,000, then 
facilities should be granted. The Gov- 
ernment had put their clause in the 
permissive form, but he did not believe 
their object was permissive. When the 
local authorities found the word “ may ” 
they would say Parliament intended that, 
whatever the position of the school and 
the attendant conditions, there should 
be a certain amount of discretion exer- 
cised by the local educational authority. 
The Government ought to make this 
point perfectly plain on the face of the 


as 
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clause. How did it affect the denomi-| whatever the decision of the parents 


nations ? The fact that all denomi- 
nations were prepared to vote for this 
Amendment was perhaps sufficient justi- 
fication for his saying that they all 


desired it, and it was obvious that they | 


Cesired it, because it put their case in a 
clear way. His hon. friend who moved 
the Amendment had made it clear to 
all who listened te his speech that the 


clause, as at present drawn, might inflict | 


the greatest hardship upon the local 
authority, because, whatever its views, 
it would be obliged to go through a long 
series of Parliamentary operations which, 
if it did not mean to grant facilities, 
would be abortive and only calculated to 
excite excessive bitterness within 
particular area. What was the position / 
If an application was made to a local 
authority they had to institute a ballot, 
hold a local inquiry, and make an elabor- 
ate examination of the parents who were 


not able to vote at the time the ballot | 
They had to consider most | 


was taken. 
complicated questions with regard to 
alternative accommodation. 

to consider all those points, 


to grant facilities. Was that a tolerable 


position to put a local authority in, or | 


& position in which a school and the 


inhabitants of a parish ought to be put. | 
and | 
bitterzess that would ar'se if, after it had | 


Let them consider the 


soreness 


been clearly established that the cordi- 


tions laid down had beer adequately ful- | 
filled, extended facilities were refused by | 


the local authority. The feelings of any 
denomination subjected to such treat- 
ment would be bitter in 
The President of the Board of Education 
had complained that this Bill was going to 
throw upon himself and his Department 
and his successors a very heavy burden. 


All sorts of difficult problems were under | 


the Bill reserved for the determination 
of the Board of Education. 
desired to point out was that if they kept 
the clause as it was now worded every 


local authority would consider that 
Parliament intended it to exercise a 


discretion because the words were ‘ The 
local authority may.” The 
that would be that the local 
would say “ Parliament intended 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


result 


that | 


They had | 

whether | 
they liked it or not, although they might | 
all the time be of opinior that whatever | 
the result might be they did not interd | 


the extreme. | 


What he | 


of 


} 
| might be or however ample the accom- 
modation, to exercise a discretion — in 
| the matter, and we will exercise it.” 
' They might institute a ballot and hold 
an elaborate inquiry, and still be deter- 
mined to excreise the discretion that 
Parlament in their view intended they 
should exercise. Schools might then be 
‘unfairly treated and the Board of 
Education would be in very great diffi- 
culty from the institution of this addi- 
tional category of schools. With the 
insertion of the word “shall” every 
educational authority would know that 
if the conditions were fulfilled it was the 
‘intention of Parlament that facilities 
should be granted. That was the in- 
tention of the Government, and why 
should they not let it manifestly appear as 
the intention of Parliament ? Why should 
they give opportunity for increasing the 
number of cases that might end in con- 
troversy between local authorities and the 
Board of Education ¢ Why should the 
|Governmert bring upon themselves a 
large number of difficult problems which 
they might easily avoid, and which they 





would be hard put to to settle? He 
gathered from the right hon. Gontle- 
man that he had rot the machinery 


at his disposal for coercing the local 
authorities, and he appeared to think 
that the number of local authorities 
who would not obey what the whole 
House regarded as the intention of the 
clause would be few. He himself did not 
think so. He believed that if the House 
said explicitly that under Clause 4 it 
was the intention of Parliament, when 
the conditions were fulfilled, such facili- 
ties should be granted, the local authori- 
ties who would refuse to carry out that 
| intention would not be at all considerable. 
The Government would have’ ample 
machinery for dealing with those who 
refused ; they would have behind them 
the whole feeling of the country; they 
would have behind them the great mass 
of the feeling within the area of the local 
authority itself, and he thought they 
might without fear undertake the task 
the local authorities do their 


of making 


'duty. He very earnestly pressed the 
| Government in the interest of the de- 
authority | nominations, of localities, and of the 


| 


us, ! Educational Department, to make clear, 
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on the face of the clause, what they had {and the general merits of the whole 
| matter even before the question arose 


always declared was their intention. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD | 
or EDUCATION (Mr. Brrrett, Bristol, | 
N.) said he was not concerned to defend | 
his hon. friend the Member for Northamp- 
ton from the searching criticisms of the 
Leader of the Opposition, because his hon. 
friend had reminded him that he was 
a party man and at the same time had 
announced his intention of voting against 
the Government. He was therefore 
relieved of all obligation in the matter and 
would leave his hon. friend to his own 
resources, and did so the more rapidly 
because nature and art had amply pro- 
vided his hon. friend’s armoury with 
weapons of defence and offence. Whatever 
parts of the Bill—and he did not deny that 
there were such—had not received their 
full meed of Parliamentary discussion, 
that could not be said of the point before 
the House, for they had rung the changes 
upon “may” and “shall” through 
many pages of Hansard. He had read 
a very long speech he delivered on 
June 26th, dealing with the very point 
the right hon. Gentleman had put so 
clearly. He asked the House to remember 
that the Bill as originally introduced 
when this point was raised did not contain 
an appeal to the Board of Education. 
The Government gave the matter careful 
consideration and came to the conclusion 
that, on the whole, their wish and 
desire—which had been accurately ex- 


6e 


pressed by the right hon. Gentleman, 
that where the conditions existed 
facilities should be granted by a local 
authority—would be more likely to 
be carried out by adopting — the 


Amendment giving an appeal to the 
Board of Education than by relying 
on a mandamus, a weapon of the law 
to be used in the last resort. They 
could not stroll into a Court and get a 
mandamus for the asking; they had 
to show a clean-cut issue, and the par- 
ticular point upon which a local authority 
had failed to discharge a very clear duty. 
There were the preliminary conditions. 
The result of a ballot could, of course. 
be ascertained, but the question of 
accommodation could not nearly so well 
be determined by the Court of King’s 
Bench as by a Department which knew 
all the facts through its own inspectors 


/mollify the stony 


for decision. These were the reasons 
he put before the Committee as grounds 


for adopting the clause which now 
had a place in the Bill, for pro- 


ceeding by an appeal to the Board of 
Education rather than by mandamus. 
Of course the right hon. Gentleman had 
put forward a point of view for which a 
great deal could be said as matter of 
speculation. It was matter of specula 
tion as to what was the more likely to 
hearts of local autho- 
rities. The right hon. Gentleman 
thought it was better that they should be 
told they had got to do this, but, on 
the other hand, he was inclined to think 
that exacerbation and bigotry would be 
avoided by adopting the course pro- 
posed in the Bill, which was almost com- 
pulsory, but not quite. The duty was 
imposed first of all—the preliminary 


duty—of taking a ballot and_ holding 
inquiry, and the facts being made 
public, and the conditions being shown 


to be satisfied, it was almost impossible 
to suppose that a local authority would 
refuse facilities. If it did refuse, then 
there was an appeal to the Board of 
fducation. It was true he had com- 
plained, and did so still, in a way, 
although it might be said that he was 
largely the author of his own misfor- 
tunes, of the heavy duties that would be 
cast on the Board of Education ; but this 
particular duty ought not to add greatly 
to those duties, for it dealt with a 
matter upon which the Board had know- 
ledge peculiar to itself, and it would be 
far easier for the Department than for a 
Court of law to deal with it. He venture 
to differ from the right hon. Gentleman 
as to the effect of the clause as it stood 
upon the minds and wills of local authori- 
ties. There would be very few, he hoped, 
who would have any desire to withhold 
from a school which had run the gauntlet 
of these very severe conditions—and_ very 
severe they were—the facilities asked for, 
but if such a difficulty 
believed the Board of 
find means and machinery to bring about 
a satisfactory The situaticn 
was very much altered from what it was 
when the Bill was originally printed. 
The Government felt that the clause did 


should arise he 
Wducation would 


solution. 
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been strengthened in a most material 
manner, more so than it would be by 
substituting “shall” for “may,” for 
they would have to give effect to “ shall” 
if they inserted it, and he doubted very 
much if the weapon of the law would be 
likely to have as much influence as the 
Board of Education, who, being in touch 
with all the local authorities, knew the 
tempers, characters, and dispositions of 
almost all the leading educationists who 
were members of the various authorities, 
and could exercise a proper amount of 
friendly pressure such as a Court of law 
could not if it would and would not if it 
could. He could not accept the Amend- 
ment, believing that the clause as it stood 
would be more likely to eifect the object 
of the Government—that when the 
conditions were fulfilled the facilities 
should follow. 


*Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth) 
said that he had always thought the 
clause was an extremely bad one and 
it was unpopular with Nonconformists 
throughout the country. 


Mr. BIRRELL: No, no. 


*Mr. PERKS repeated that it was. 
His right hon. friend was at the present 
moment living in a state of absolute, 
intense darkness as to the feeling of 
Nonconformists on this subject. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I get a good many 
letters from your own body on the sub- 
ject. 


*Mr. PERKS said that his right hon. 


friend was venturing on extremely 
dangerous and treacherous ground in 


regard to what he called, somewhat 
contemptuously, the Methodist body. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I said your own 
body. 


Mr PERKS said they were generally 
known as the Wesleyan Methodist 
Church. He would pass that by, how- 
ever, and prove that the right hon. 
Gentleman was totally ignorant of the 
views of the Weslevan Methodist Church 
in this country. Might he say, in pass- 
ing, that the Leader of the Opposition, 
when he referred to the desires of the 
denominations, had no right to include 
in that term the Wesleyan Methodist 


Mr. birrell. 
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denomination ! He was as much in error 
11 claiming to spesk for the Wesleyan 
Methodist Church as was his right hon, 
friend below him in fancying that he was 
supported by the Wesleyan Methodist 
Church on this particular clause. Last 
week they had had an enormous con- 
ference of the Wesleyan Methodist 
Church at Nottingham, attended by 
nearly 600 delegates chosen from all 
parts of England. A resolution was 
submitted blessing the right hon. Gen- 
tleman’s Bill, calling it a wise and states- 
manlike measure—the common form 
often indulged in by his hon. friend the 
Member for Northampton. This resolu- 
tion finished by calling upon the whole 
of the Wesleyan Methodist Church to 
support the Government in this matter, 
but one of the leading members of the 
Methodist Church—one of its most trusted 
ex-Presidents—rose and moved anjAmend- 
ment, which was adopted by the over- 
whelming majority of 480 to thirty, 
eliminating all the laudatory expressions 
—the common form—and simply fall- 
jing back on a general expression of 
| approval of the Bill in so far as it met the 
views of the members of the Wesleyan 
Methodist Church. Both the original 
resolution and the amendment directly 
and emphatically condemned this par- 
ticular clause. They agreed with the 
right hon. Gentleman so far; but they 
said that this was a bad clause and 
would not suit them. That was also 
his answer to the Leader of the Opposition 
when he claimed to represent the Wes- 
leyan Methodist Church as in favour of 
the compulsory character of this clause. 
He was going to vote for the clause 
being permissive because it reserved to the 
local authorities this faint, shadowy, 
misty modicum of power which they 
‘thought they had before in a higher 
degree. He had always suspected that 
the measure was intended to be man- 
datory, but that the Government had 
not the hardihood to say so. Now 
they said that they had come as 
near as they dared to making the 
clause compulsory. Any lawyer familiar 
with the Courts must have suspected 
that there were lurking behind this 
various provisions which would 
involve the local authorities in com- 
| pulsion to put this clause in operation. 
But his right hon. friend said he regarded 


clause 
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himself as the protector of the clause | They did not believe it would be as little 
and, he thought, of the denominations. | operative as the right hon. Gentleman 
| thought, but were strongly of opinion 

Mr. BIRRELL: I said “ protector | that it would at once be put in operation 
of the clause.” | in scores of towns where the schools would 


Education (England 


_of their sympathetic messages. 





| 

Mr. PERKS: Protector of the! 
clause ; but who were the people to be | 
protected by the clause? They were 
the denominations minus the Wesleyan 
Methodists—the Roman Catholics, the 
Jews, and all the other denominations 
who chose to claim the benefit of the 
clause. He remembered that when the | 
hon. Baronet the Member for Oxford | 
University was at the Education De- 
partment they were familiar with | 
cartoons representing ecclesiastics in | 
various gerbs climbing up the backstairs 
of the Education Department to exercise 
various species of terrorism upon him. 
His right hon. friend might not always 
be at the Education Department; it 
was conceivable that this Government 
might not always be in power. What 
was to happen when a Board of Educa- 
tion altogether out of sympathy with 
Liberalism, out of sympathy especially 
with Nonconformity, was installed in 
Whitehall to operate this clause as the 
special protector of the denominational 
schools of the country? His Church 
which ranked in numbers next to the 
Church of England, were almost unani- 
mously against this clause. His right 
hon. friend shook his head; but it 
was possible that if the right hon. 
Gentleman showed him the letters he 
had received and _ their signatures 
he would be able to detect the cause 
They 
would possibly be found to come from 
Conservative Members of the Wesleyan 
Methodist Church. [An Hon. MEMBER; 
Why not ?] It was quite right for 
Wesleyans to be occasionally Conserva- 
tive. There was, he thought, one in a 
former Parliament and one in_ the 
present, while there were twenty or thirty 
or more on the Liberal side. But his 
right hon. friend utterly wrong 
in imagining that the Wesleyan Methodist 
Church weie in favour of the clause, for 
they were against it almost to a man, 


was 


believing that it perpetuated the de- | 


nominational system in this country. 


| in consequence become strictly sectarian, 


where the teachers would have to give 


sectarian teaching, while the schools 
would avail themselves of the: full 
financial benefits of the Act. Although 


holding the clause to be a very bad 
clause indeed, repulsive to and unpopular 
with Nonconformists, he supported the 
Government because he believed the 
clause would be made still worse if it were 
made mandatory instead of permissive. 


Mr. LYTTELTON (St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) said that the amusing 
and candid speech which the House had 
just heard entirely justified the Amend- 
ment. The hon. Member had said—a 


'sort of information which nobody could 


dispute—that this clause was repulsive 
to, and unpopular with, the body to 
which he belonged; and manifestly it 
would be unpopular with some local 
authorities. His right hon. friend the 
Leader of the Opposition was quite 
correct when he said that if a discretion 
instead of a mandate were given to the 
local authority it would be in the highest 
degree itritating and costly, because the 
local authority would have to embark on 
an expensive inquiry and a ballot—all 
involving controversies, while it would 
lay a great burden on the Education 
Department. The Minister for Educa- 


tion regarded himself as the  protec- 
tor of this clause; but it came 
to this: that the right hon. Gentleman 


thought that the discretionary power 
given to the local authority, with a 
power of appeal to the Education De- 
partment, was more effective than 
mandamus. With great respect to the 
right hon. Gentleman, he thought that 
that argument was most fallacious. If 
after public inquiry the fact unques- 
tionably came out that the four-fifths 
majority was genuine and that there 
was other accommodation in the dis- 
trict, it was manifest that the local 
authoricy would be unreasonable in not 
affording the facilities under Clause 4. 
The local authorities who would deny 
facilities would be who 


those were 
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that they ought not to be granted, and 
what was the use of merely exposing them 
to the blandishments of the Minister 
for Education under the Education Bill ? 
The right hon. Gentleman said—** We 
shall be able to deal with them in a way 
in which they will listen to us, and we 
shall deal with them more effectually than 
the Court of King’s Bench.” But the 
hypothesis was that no local authority 


would refuse to carry out these 
proposals unless it was either con- 
tumacious and recalcitrant, or unless 


the members were thoroughly conscien- 
tious in their objection. In both those 
cases the persuasion of the Minister for 
Education would go for nothing and they 
would have to go to the Law Courts and 
get the pressure of a mandamus in order 
to make them fulfil the order made upon 
them by the Board of Education. Under 
the proposal which they were now press- 
ing, however, the order would be made 
at a more convenient and at an earlier 
stage. The procedure under the clause 
would be this: There would be many 
complicated orders not obeyed and many 
duties which ought to be performed by 
the local authorities net carried out. 
The Department then went to the 
Court for a mandamus and the local 
authorities were ordered to perform 
their duties. Sometimes the — local 
authority would make a return to the 
mandamus and say they had performed 
their duties, or under the circumstances 
they could not perform them. That was 
a very simple matter, and it would have 
the merit that in the remedy they 
were proposing it would come at an 
had 
incurred up. 
Members must the 
of a recalcitrant local authority refusing 
first to obey the counsel of the Govern- 
ment they had their 
opinion, and then refusing to obey the 
mandate of four-fifths of the parents in 
their district, they would not hestiate to 
refuse to obey the order on appeal 
of the Edueation. In that 
case the right hon. Gentleman’s order 


stage before costs 
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This was what they were en- 
deavouring to avoid. 


*Mr. ADKINS (Lancashire, Middleton) 
thought that the closely-reasoned argu- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman 
depended for its full effect on two sup- 
positions neither of which could be 
admitted in discussing this clause, 
In the first place, it would surely 
be easier to carry out a specifie order 
of the Board of Education than to obey 
a mandamus to enforce the word “* shall,” 
and he thought the right hon. Gentleman’s 
arguments on that point would not 
commend themselves to the House. A 
more important matter in his judgment 


was the assumption that underlay 
the arguments of the right hon. 
Gentleman and of the Leader of the 


Opposition that there was nothing else 
to be thought about except the two 
provisos set out under the letters (a) and 


(b). There was another thing which 
they had not considered. Supposing 


there was this four-fifths majocity, and 
there was accommodation for the other 
fifth elsewhere. Might it not be that in 
carrying out the clause if it read ** shall” 
they would be perpetuating and stero- 
typing small and preventing 
proper arrangements for schools through- 
out a borough or an urban district? If 
they made the clause mandatory every 
school in a four-fifths area, provided it 
was healthy, would have to be carried 
on, with the result that a considerable 
number of parochial schools would be 


schools 


perpetuated, although most — educa- 
tionists would agree that the proper 
method of administration would be to 
have fewer and larger schools. Tf they 


left in the word ** may,” as he was glad to 
know the Government were prepared to 
do, they allowed these matters to be dis- 
cussed between the local authorities and 


ithe Board of Education before a deeision 


was arrived at. They would put the 
local authorities in the best position 
for bargaining with the owners of these 
schools. The local authority might say 
“We do not propose to take over St. 
Peter’s school, but we are quite ready to 
All Saints’ a of a 


enlarge quarter 


would be only enforcible by mandamus | mile away so that the children can 


and the Department would at a later} be 


accommodated.’ He most cer- 


stage be landed in litigation of that} tainly hoped that the majority behind 


Mr. Lyttelton. 
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the Government, if the Amendment 
went to a division, would be a large one, 
because the amount of discretion left to 
local authorities—although it had been 
minimised in many speeches—was an 
amount which was absolutely necessary 
if the general educational benefits were 
not to be hampered by dealings with 
particular schools. Alterations had been 
made in the clause since it was before the 
Committee, and although the hon. Mem- 
ber for Louth had poured forth the vials 
of his mingled feelings with regard to the 
clause, the alterations had improved it. It 
was perfectly true that a number 0’ Mem- 
bers who took the civic view did not like 
Clause 4 because it perpetuated that which 
in our national system would always 
be disliked up and down the country ; but 
although the clause was disliked for these 
reasons he was perfectly certain that the 
alterations made by the Government 
would make it far more acceptable, 
both to those Nonconformists whose 
principles and views ran counter to 
it so acutely, and to those electors 
who took the civic view. It was very 
unfortunate that from many speakers 
they had heard language depreciatory of 
local authorities. Members who had 
served on local authorities knew that 
party spirit was much less acute on those 
bodies on this point and others than it 
was In regard to matters connected with 
national issues. It was desirable that 
the House should show more confidence 
in local authorities and not belittle 
them by suggesting that they were sure 
to be moved by sectarian feelings. He 
protested against such methods. He 
was quite certain that when the duties 
contained in the clause were placed on 
local authorities they would be thinking 
not how they could spite the Church 
people, or advance Nonconformist 
theories, but how they could carry out a 
difficult Act of Parliament in a way that 
would cause least friction in the areas for 
which they were responsible. If they 
deprived local authorities of all discretion 
they would be showing distrust to an 
extent which might bring about the very 
perils they were endeavouring to avoid. 
This little bit of discretion left to them 
would allow them to bring forward matters 
of educational moment in their areas. He 
was most anxious that all these considera- 
tions should be dealt with, and he thought 
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that a final decision arrived at under such 
circumstances was likely to be acquiesced 
in much more cheerfully than if they 
altered the word “‘ may ” to “ shall.” 


Mr. MASTERMAN (West Ham, N.) 
said that every speech which he had 
heard in favour of the actionof the Govern- 
ment made him more convinced that 
those hon. Members were right who 
insisted upon fighting them upon the 
question of this clause being made 
mandatory. He would emphasise that 
view by referring to the speeches of the 
hon. Member for Louth and of the hon. 
Member for the Middleton Division. The 
hon. Member said that if they did not 
make the clause mandatory the local 
authority might, in carrying out the 
intentions of the Government, say, as 2 
matter of bargain in a case where there 
was a four-fifths majority of parents, 
that although the people of St. Peter’s 
might want denominational education 
they must go to All Saints’ to get it. 
Then the hon. Gentleman contemplated 
the local authority adding rooms to 
All Saints’ for the purpose of giving 
education to the children who came from 
St. Peter’s. He thought it was unlikely, 
however, that the local authority would 
spend large sums of money upon buildings 
belonging to other people. Apart, how- 
ever, from that, quite a different version 
had been given by the Minister 
for Education. They knew how strong 
a case coull be made out educationally 
against the whole of this clause and 
the definitions under it. Any local 
authority could say, “* Here are a number 
of small schools; we do not like 
small schools which are redundant, and 
not up-to-date, and the only justifica- 
tion for them is that four-fifths of 
the parents of the children attending 
them want the special religious in- 
struction which these schools enable 
us to give.” He thought everyone 
in the House would admit that it was 
a grotesque system which made 
denominational teaching depe.:l upon 
buildings and property instead of giving 
the parents a right to say what they 
wanted. The result would be perpetual 
pressure between the educational need 
on the one hand and tne denomina- 
tional need on the other. They would, 
he thought, find that that pr-ssuce would 
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lead to greater friction than was con- 
templated. The hon. Member © for 
Louth in a good-tempered and interest- 
ing speech practically threw down the 
challenge to the Government which had 
been thrown every day outside. He 
had said that Nonconformists as a whole 
would not accept Clause 4. It was all 
very well to say that people would 
not oppose Clause 4, but in» view of 
the fact that passive resistance was 
being threatened to that clause it 
was illusory for Members to say, “It’s 
all right, there are only a few pig-headed 
people in the country; the local authori- 
ties can be trusted and things will come 
all right if we allow this complicated 
machinery to become operative.” The hon. 
Member for the Middleton Division put the 
crown on the edifice when he suggested 
that it would bring greater interest into the 
elections. Had he known anything of 
the way in which it had killed all in- 
terest in London for the last six years 
and made us the laughing-stock of the 
civilised world he might have looked at 
the matter in a different light. However 
much it was wanted in Lincolnshire 
it was not wanted im London. He 
wished they could be quite certain that 
the Board of Education would as the 
last resource use compulsion ; but why, if 
thev wanted to do that, did they modify 
the whole Bill by allowing this hideous 
system of contracting out ¢ He was quite 
sure the pressure of the ratepayer on the 
one hand and that of the local body, 
captured by a majority, pledged not to 
carry out the provisions of Clause 4, 
on the other, would prevent the compul- 
sion which the hon. Member for St. 
George’s anticipated. So long as there 
was a possibility of returning to the con- 
ditions that prevailed before 1902 they 
must use all the influence they could 
towards the only practical alternative 
and make the whole mandatory. Until 
he heard the statement of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Leader of the Opposition 
he had never heard stated what appeared 
to be the heart of the question. Up to 
this moment it had been assumed that 
when they used the word “ may ” they were 
giving the local authorities a free choice. 
They said they were pig-headed if they 
did not take the action suggested. A 
perfectly different condition would be 
presented if the clause were made manda- 
Mr. Masterman. 
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tory, because then they said the local 
authority “ shall” do it and if they did 
not they broke the law. If they liked to 
break the law on religious grounds it 
would not be the first time it had been 
done, and he supposed the usual method 
would have to be applied. In the other 
case they approached the matter with an 
open mind, and it was a perfectly legiti- 
mate and arguable proposition to say 
that under certain circumstances they 
should not do it. Out of respect to the 
local authority they were to keep this 
hammer of the Board of Education over 
them which said they had a free choice 
but must not exercise it. That, in his 
opinion, was more insulting to the local 
authority than to make the clause frankly 
mandatory. It was said there would be 
no religious controversies on the local 
authorities, but religion had been largely 
dragged in through the municipal acti- 
vity in education. Those who knew 
what preparations were going on in 
certain parts of England for the municipal 
elections with a view to this Bill must 
have seen that, if the clause passed in its 
present form, we should not have the 
same local authorities to deal with as 
we had to-day. The passing of this 
clause would change the character of 
the local authorities, and shut out 
those things which had united the 
churches on the side of pure govern- 
ment and divide them on this question 
of whether Clause 4 should be put into 
operation or not. So long as they did 
that, the Government were casting a 
bone of contention into the municipal 
life of England which might redound 
little to the credit of the work they 
were now engaged upon. He had no 
hope of inducing the President of the 
Board of Education to alter his decision, 
but he desired to enter a protest at the 
last moment against that decision. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, N.) 
said this clause appeared to him to be 
the most vital part of the Bill and the 
Amendment of his hon. friend the one 
thing that would help to give real vitality 
to it. He set no store on the facilities 
given under Clause 3, because it would 
be very difficult to obtain them, and 
if they were obtained it would be 
almost impossible to keep order in the 


schools. If by any chance order was 
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kept, they would rob the head teacher 
of his chief influence, the influence con- 
ferred upon him by the religious teaching. 
This clause was the sheet anchor of both | 


Education (England 


the children and the parents. Might not 


the clause be read thus: ‘* The local 
authority may, if they think fit, allow 
four-fifths of the children to receive re- 
ligous instruction which the parents 
wish, provided the parents express that 
wish through the ballot” ¢ Or might it 
not be read in this way: ‘ The local 
authority may, if they think fit, stand 
between the parents and their rights of 
conscience and their just authority”? ¢ 
If the Bill passed in its present form 
there could be nothing else but active 
and passive resistance. He could not 
s1y whether among those who thought 
they derived their authority, their rights 
of conscience, from a higher authority 
than the local authority, resistance 
might not become a duty. The local 
vuthority was notoriously chosen for 
other purposes, yet the Government 
delivered into their hands absolutely 
the consciences of the people in their 


areas. That seemed to him a_ very 
selfish arrangement. One area might 
recognise the rights of conscience of 
the parents and a contiguous area 
might confiscate those rights. They 
might almost have a_ parti-coloured 


map brought out by Mr. Stanford showing 
in rel the areas where the rights of con- 
sclence were recognised and in_ blue 
those in which they were disallowed. 
Local authorities had been in the 
past and would in the future be 
elected on a party basis, and it must 
be remembered that a man of strong 
will on a small local authority could 
defeat one policy and carry out a new 
He thought they were delegating 
What was essentially a national duty 
to a local authority, and such a thing 
in his opinion could but cause resistance, 
and suggest to individuals that they | 
should defend the rights which they 
considered most sacred against the | 
local authority. 


oe, 


*Mr. VERNEY (Buckinghamshire, N.) | 
said that the basis on which the ballot 
under Clause 4 was to be taken was so | 
gratuitously uncertain and shifting that it | 
was well to leave the local authority 
with some discretion which would give | 
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them the chance of correcting the worst 
results of this uncertainty. The un- 
certainty was that they depended not on 
four-fifths of the parents but on the 
parents of four-fifths of the children. That 
left the matter in extreme uncertainty. 
A parent might have five children at 
school betore the summer holidays and 
only two or three afterwards. A parent 
might come from a neighbouring village 
with three or four children, all of whom 
he wished tosend to this school, and sub- 
section 7 had introduced the extraordinary 
provision that the parent whose children 
had been to the school was to out-vote 
the parent whose children were going 
to the school, because no children would 
count unless they had been at the school 
six months. What was wanted to be 


known, he thought, in regard to 
religious facilities was the feeling 


among the parents and not the feeling 
among the children, and he could not 
understand why this uncertainty had 
been introduced in regard to the 
denominational character of a school, 
which, of all things dealt with in this 
measure, demanded permanence and 
stability in its treatment. For the first 
time in English constitutional history the 
value of a vote was to depend on the 
number of children a parent had at a 
particular place, at a particular time, and 
this was to rule the result of another 
startling innovation, a denominational 


| ballot, in itself from many points of view 


a most objectionable arrangement. That 
being so, it was most important that 
the local authority should have a dis- 
cretion soas to be able to over-rule, as it 
were, the ballot in cases where there 
was the confusion and mischief thit 
would result from this clause as it now 
stood. Everyone who knew how local 
authorities handled these subjects would 
be thoroughly ready to give them the 
discretion which was embodied in this 
clause. 


*Mr. LEIF JONES (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) said in view of many speeches 


| which had been delivered by the sup- 


porters of the Government during the 
debate he thought it not unnecessary to 
explain that he did not rise as a critic of 


the Government. He believel that 
their decision not to make = the 
clause mandatory was thoroughly 
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wise and statesmanlike. He thought 
it desirable in the interests of the 
local authorities that some discretion 
should be left to them in this matter. 
The hon. Member for North Camber- 
well had argued for the Amendment, 
because he was afraid of the introduction 
of religious differences into local elections. 
He did not see, however, why the intro- 
duction of religion should necessarily 
embitter election controversies. He knew 
that men who differed on_ religious 
matters contended more fiercely than 
on other subjects, the reason no doubt 
being that each one thought his 
opponent not only intellectually wrong, 
but wicked, and that he was therefore 
justified in denouncing him more fiercely. 
He could not think, however, that it 
would be a bad thing from the point of 
view of local elections if wider interests 
were introduced into them, and he did 
not share the fear that the discussion 
of the subject of religious teaching 
at council meetings would necessarily have 
a bad effect upon the elections. It 
was exceedingly undesirable to multiply 
opportunities of over-ruling local authori- 
ties. They could not do a worse injury 
to the local government of the country 
than to cause a central authority to inter- 
fere continually with local administration. 
It was bad for the work of the local 
authorities that they should be frequently 
over-ruled. He did not think the 
clause as it stood would provide many 
opportunities for disputes between the 
central and the local authorities. It 
was more likely to do so if the clause 
were made mandatory, because local 


authorities might put their backs to the! 160. 
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wall, as had happened before, and might 
refuse to do as they were told. If the 
question were left to the good sense of 
the local authorities, and to the argu- 
ments of the Board of Education, 
friction would be minimised to the 
greatest possible extent. Moreover, they 
could not in the long run beat the 
local authority if it came to a fight. 
The local authority was on its own 
ground, and was supported by local 
opinion, or it would not set itself up 


against the decision of the central 
authority. The late Government knew 


what it was to have the local authorities 
in Wales solid against their views on an 
education question. The local authori- 
ties in Wales, supported by the Welsh 
voters, were too many for the Education 
Department in the long run. The 
hon. Baronet the Member for Oxford 
University shook his head, but he (Mr. 
Leif Jones) thought they had triumphed. 
Therefore the course of wisdom was that 
chosen by the Government in this 
matter. They had left a comparatively 
free hand to the local authorities, but they 
had retained the power to step in if the 
local authorities acted unwisely ; and, 
by providing a safety valve in the shape 
of State-aided schools outside the 
general system, he thought the Govern- 
ment had shown practical common- 
sense. He therefore gave the Govern- 
ment proposal his hearty support. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 247 ; Noes 
(Division List No. 261.). 





Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Aclan¢, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George William 
Aisworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, Chas. P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert H. 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir J ohn (Portsmouth) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 
Parlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barran, Rowland Hirst 


Mr. Leif Jones. 





AYES. 


Beauchamp, E. 

Beavmoat, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, Sir J. W. (Devonrort 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bethell, J.H. (Essex, Romford) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, ArthurW.( Bedfordshire) 
Bolton, T. D. (Derbyshire, N.E. 
Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. (. F. (Ramsey) 
Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 





3rocklehurst, W. B. 
Brodie, H. C. 
Brooke, Stopford 
Brunner,J.F.L.(Lanes., Leigh) 
Brunner, Sir John T.(Cheshire) 
Bryce, Rt. Hn. Jas. (Aberdeen) 
Bryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 
Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Cairns, Thomas 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,RtHn. Richard Knight 
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Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, W 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Cooper, G. J. 

Yorbett,C. H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cory, Clifford John 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Crombie, John William 
Crossley, William J. 

Davies, David(Montgomery Co. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, Timotny (Fulham) 
Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh,S.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunne, MajorE.Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 

Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Gardner, Col, Alan(Hereford,S. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) | 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Grittith, Ellis J. 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Rt. Hon. Richard B. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk* 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmoutb’ 
Haworth, Arthur A, 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon.,S.) | 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset, N. 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Illingworth, Percy H. 
Jackson, R. S. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 
Jenkins, J. 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 








Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
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Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A.Levy(Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W.H.(Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hn. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 

M’Arthur, William 

MW’Callum, John M. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M’Micking, Major G. 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Marks,G. Croydon(Launceston 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 


| Massie, J. 
| Micklem, Nathaniel 
| Money, L. G. Chiozza 


Montgomery, H. G, 
Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
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Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 


| Rose, Charles Day 


Rowlands, J. 
Runciman, Walter 


Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 


| Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
| Scarisbrick, T. T. L. 


Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Sir C.E.(Manchester ) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hn. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


| Simon, John Allsebrook 

| Sinelair, Rt. Hon. John 

| Sloan, Thomas Henry 

| Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
| Soares, Ernest J. 

| Spicer, Sir Albert 


Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) | 
| Tomkinson, James 


Morley, Rt. Hon. John 


| Morrell, Philip 


Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 


| Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncaster 
| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| Nuttall, Harry 
+ O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 


Palmer, Sir Charles Mark 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, J. Wynford( Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Price, C. E.(Edinb’gh,Central) 
Price, Robert.John( Norfolk, E. ) 
Priestley, W. E. B. (Bradford, KE. 
Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell(Scarboro’ 
Rees, J. D. 

Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robertson, Rt.Hn.E.( Dundee) 


NOES. 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 


Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn. SirH. 


Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Steadman, W. C. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 

Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, Jas. (Sunderland) 
Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Sir Edw. (Salisbury) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 

Tillett, Louis John 


Torrance, Sir A. M. 


| Toulmin, George 

| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Ure, Alexander 

| Verney, F. W. 


Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Wallace, Robert 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L (Leeds, 8.) 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, John Catheart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D.S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 

White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 


| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 





Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williamson, A. 
Wilson,Hon.C.H.W.(Hull,W. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T(Hud’rs’tield 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(CityLond 
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Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester 
Barry, E. (Cork,4S.) 
Beach,Hn. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Boland, John 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J. H. M. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E. 
Chance, Frederick William 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coates, E. Feetham/ Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Cox, Harold 

Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim, S. 
‘‘raig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C.(Barrow-in- Furness 
Dunean, Robert(Lanark,Gov'n 
Esmoude, Sir Thomas 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Fell, Arthur 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Ginnell, L. 

Glover, Thomas 

Haddock, George R. 

Halpin, J. 
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Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hammond, John 

Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) | 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Harwood, George 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Heaton, John Henniker 


Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds | 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) | 


Hogan, Michael 

Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) | 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hudson, Walter 

Hunt, Rowland 

Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long,Col.CharlesW. —— 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Dublin,S ) 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeagh,Jeremiah(Down, 8.) | 
Mace Veieh,Charles( Donegal, E. 
M‘ Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Masterman, C. F. G 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmorton 
Mooney, J. J. 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Murphy, John 

Nield, Herbert 

Nolan, Joseph 


O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary, Mid | 


O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’ Donnell, 
O’Dowd, John 


T. (Kerry, W.) «| 
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O'Grady, J. 
| O'Hare, Patrick 
O Kelly, James( Roscommon,N, 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parker,Sir Gilbert (Gravesend 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Partington, Oswald 
Paul, Herbert 
Pearce... William (Limehouse ) 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W. 
| Seely, Major J. B. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Smyth, Thomas F.(Leitrim,S. ) 
Starkey, John R. 
Sullivan, Donal 
| Summerbell, T. 
| Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell (Lanark) 
Thorne, William 
Thornton, Percy M. 
| Turnour, Viscount 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
| Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 
' Wardle, George J. 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Younger, George 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoErs— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 





Mr. EVELYN CECIL moved to omit 
from line 10 the words “in an urban 
area.” It appeared to him that the 
(iovernment had absolutely made up 
their mind not to accept anything in the 
shape of Amendments, and however good 
the arguments might be they obstinately 
declined to make any concession. When 
this Amendment was discussed in 
Committee the arguments against it 
were of such a feeble character that he 
thought there should be an opportunity 
of reconsidering the question. The Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education, in 
declining to accept this Amendment, 





said that the ballot would be an 
inconvenient procedure to work in the 
country. In other words, it meant that 
the country districts were too stupid to 


understand the ballot. If this argu- 
ment was applied to Parliamentary 
elections where would they be? They 


did not hear any suggestion that the ballot 
should not operate at Parliamentary 
elections, and why should the ballot not 
take place under this clause? It was 
most astonishing that the hon. Member 
opposite should have brought forward 
such a reason for not omitting these 
words. The reason given by the President 
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of the Board of Education was ‘that | 
the Government were bound to make a 
distinction between a town and country 
atmosphere, but if hon. Members would 
go into the merits of the case it was 
perfectly impossible to find any reason 
for that argument. There was no differ- 
ence between a town and country atmos- 
phere in this matter, and what they 
desired was that full justice should be 
done to those who desired denomina- | 
tonal teaching. Was the soul of the 
town child more precious than that 
of the country child? To bring for- 
ward arguments of such a flimsy 
character as those they had heard from 
the Treasury Bench seemed to him to be 
trifling with the House. All the argu- 
ments were on the side of adopting this 
Amendment, and the Return recently 
issued as to the effect of this Amend- 
ment in regard to the various denomina- 
tions was very conclusive. An urban 
area was defined as one with a population 
of 5,000 or more. In the case of the 
Jews they would not suffer at all by this 
limitation; but only 77 per cent. of the 
Roman Catholic schools would come under 
the section, and in the case of the Church 
of England only 25 per cent. Was 
that fair? Was that justice? Sup- 
posing this population of 5,000 in any 
particular district for some reason con- 
nected with trade or otherwise became 
(liminished, what was to happen? Was 
it suggested that having got. facilities 
under this clause they were to be deprived 
of them merely because of the mechanical 
reason that the population had fallen 
below 5,000 ¢ Why did the Government 
persist in refusing this Amendment? The 
clause referred to “any transferred 
voluntary school in’ an urban area.” 
So that unless the school was a trans- 
ferred voluntary school in an urban area 
the clause did not apply. Why should 
they make that difference ? There was no 
answer to that question ; it was perfectly 
unanswerable. In order that this clause 
should come into effect it would be neces- 
sary to look into the history of the school 
to ascertain whether it was a transferred 
voluntary school or not. If it was, it 
would get this teaching, but otherwise 
it would be forbidden al! the privileges 
under this clause. He challenged the 
right hon. Gentleman to bring any 
adequate argument against it. What 
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struck him very much in the debate in 
Committee on this matter was that the 
simple expedient of omitting the words 
was given the go-by by the Govern- 
ment, though a number on their own 
side, including the hon. Member for the 
Leek Division and the hon. Member 
for Barnsley pointed out that there were 
certain schools in their own constituencies 
which deserved special consideration 
in connection with this clause. Their 
speeches showed that there were some- 
what awkward qualms of conscience 
felt by some hon. Members on the Govern- 
ment side of the House. If the Amend- 
ment were not accepted substantial 
injustice would be done in their own 
constituencies, and that gave them 
courage to give voice to that feeling 
in the House. If this Bill was to be 
adjusted to treat all concerned fairly 

and that had been the argument 
of the Government, however feebly 
it might have been carried out in the Bill 
—he strongly urged that this distinction 
between the urban and the rural areas 
ought not to be made. He hoped the 
President of the Board of Education 
would accept the Amendment, and 
thereby introduce a simpler and_ far 
juster scheme. 


*Str FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan), in 
seconding the Motion, said that this was a 
subject in which he took considerable 
interest. It seemed to him that by this 
clause religious privilege, or if he might 
use the term, religious advantage, was, 
probably for the first time in the edu- 
cational or religious history of this 
country, to be tested by a numerical 
formula. In connection with the figure 
four-fifths he did not say that there 
would be privilege or advantage, 
but he did say that there would be 
opportunity for privilege or advantage. 
He would give an illustration from 
the artisan population, because they 
were more migratory in their habits than 
the agricultural population. It seemed 
to him perfectly absurd that a Roman 
Catholic artisan living in a great town 
like Halifax or Bradford should have 
advantage or privilege under this clause, 
while if he went two miles off to seek 
his livelihood in a non-urban community 
he was to lose that privilege. It was 
not a proposition which was capable of 
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defence. It might be a refuge or aj of the clause. Such a change would be 
mode of escape from a difficulty, but it | entirely in accordance with the whole 
was not a principle, and he did not think | scope and spirit of the clause. 

a proposal of that kind could long 
retain its place on the Statute-book.| Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
Then there was another difficulty which | «In page 3, line 10, to leave out the words, 
he hoped the Government would consider. | ‘in an urban area.’” —(Mr. Evelyn Cecil.) 
There were towns in the manufacturing | . 
districts which were shrinking as well) Question proposed, “That the words 
as towns which were becoming larger. | proposed to be left out stand part of the 
What was the view of the Government Bill.” 

in the case of a community which had | 

a population of 5,000 by one census and| Tas SOLICITOR- GENERAL (Sir 
only 4,500 in the following one? Com-! W. Rosson, South Shields) said that this 
munities with which he was acquainted clause, and particularly the words pro- 
had undergone changes of that character posed to be left out, contained un- 





within the course of a decennial period. 
Besides having educationally single school 
districts, they had in this country com- 
mercially single mill districts. On ac- 
count of great rivalry in a trade a firm 
might find it necessary to reduce the 
working power of a mill and this process 
would lead to a decrease of the working 
population in the district. This was 
a very serious consideration, and one 
which the Government should take to 
heart. Although his interests related 


more to an urban than to a rural popula- | 
tion there was no reason why he should not | 
say a word on behalf of the rural areas | 


and complain of what he believed would 
be an injustice done to them by this 
legislation. There was one point which 
he hoped the Government would consider. 
Parliament had given power to rural 
districts under certain conditions 
acquire urban powers. 
of the Local Government Board he found 
that during last year 130 orders had 
been given under this provision. He 


suggested that the Government might | 


insert in this clause words which would 
enable the rural districts to obtain the 
powers to be conferred on urban districts 
where the population was 5000. 
Would the schools in the areas where 
the population decreased retain the 
privilege which they enjoyed under the 
clause when the population was 5,000 
and over? He thought the proposal 
to retain the urban area might be softened 


and mitigated if they would add to! 


urban areas rural areas which had urban 
powers. There was no doubt there 


were many districts of that character | 


which would be brought in if such a change 
was made, and would have the advantage 
Sir Francis Poweii. 


to | 
From the Report | 


Iragesioond an element of compromise. 
| A compromise very greatly facilitated 
|the working of any proposal when it 
reached the country, but it by no means 
facilitated defence in actual debate. 
|The clause itself was one which was in 
| some measure a qualification—an accepted 
| qualification—of the general scheme as 
‘declared by Clause 1, which formed 
the fundamental principle of the Bill 
| that all specific denominational teaching 
should be voluntary and given at the ex- 
pense of the denomination concerned. 
It introduced a qualification on the rest 
of the Bill which handed over the whole 
/ control of the school, and especially the 
management of the teachers, to the local 
authority. It was a clause which of all 
others required very careful considera- 


tion. If inconsiderately or inappro- 
priately applied it might well give rise 
to great injustice. In what districts 


could it most conveniently be applied, 
and in what districts ought it not to be 
applied at all? Let him take two 
extreme cases at the ends of the scale. 
In the large towns, for instance, what- 
ever injustice or inconvenience might 
arise under the clause would certainly 
| be minimised. But there must be some 
considerable inconvenience and there 
must be some of what was called injus- 
tice in the single school districts. There 
'they had a school which served an area 
|containing many denominations which 
were nevertheless handed over to the 
power of a single denomination so far as 
the atmosphere of the school was con- 
cerned. That was to say, the atmosphere 
of the school was made favourable to 


a particular denomination, and_ there- 
‘fore without any great stretch of 














Education (England 


257 


imagination one might see that it was 
conceivably unfavourable in some mea- 
sure to the parents belonging to other 
denominations who were compelled to 


send their children to breathe an 
atmosphere favourable to another 
denomination. Recognising that the 


clause could not be quite fair and just all 
round one had to see where the line was 
to be drawn. 


towns. 
ayplied in the single school districts. 
Then there were the intermediate dis- 
tricts—the districts which might approxi- 
mite to those at either end of the 


scale, and it was among these that they | 
In the districts | 


had to draw the line. 
which approximated to the rural dis- 
tricts where the single school existed 


there were considerable distances and it | 


was difficult to apply the clause. Even 
if they had not considerable distances 
they would probably have — schools 
somewhat small in point of size, and 
not improbably in some cases redun- 
dant. It would keep some schools 
which might be redundant—that was to 
say from every point of view except the 
denominational. The denominational 


was not the only point of view to be) 
was important. | 


considered, though it 
They had also to consider the question 
of economy. That was not a con- 
sideration to which exclusive or even 
paramount importance should be at- 


tached, but still it was an important | 


consideration. 
with districts 


When they were dealing 
where the schools were 


small it would be somewhat severe on | 
the localities to deprive them of the | 


economic advantage they might derive 
from having a smaller number of schools, 
if that was not accompanied by injustice 
to any denomination. Those were the 
factors that they had to take into con- 
sideration in trying to draw the line. 
The line had been drawn not too low 
having regard to the fact that it was in 
some sort an exception to the general 
principle of the Bill. Hon. Members 
ought to consider what a tremendous 
number of children would be brought 
under thisclause. The hon. Member who 
introduced the Amendment had spoken of 
the number of Catholic schools which 
would be affected as being 77 per cent., 
but the number of Catholic children 
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It was easily enough | 
drawn to make it applicable to the large | 
It certainly ought not to be) 
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which would be affected would be 91 
per cent. The number of children be- 
longing to the Church of England who 
would be brought in would be 57 per cent. 
He thought that in dealing with an 
exception to the general principle of 
the Bill that that was not an ungenerous 
compromise. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he was bound 
to acknowledge that the  Solicitor- 
General had not attempted to place his 
defence very high. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman had said how very much 
worse the clause might have been under 
' certain conditions. He wished, how- 
ever, to thank the Solicitor-General for 
having given a reasoned defence of the 
|urban area although it was _ entirely 
different from that given by his two 


colleagues. The Minister for Education 
had defended the urban area on the 


ground that elasticity was required, but 
| the right hon. Gentleman did not explain 
how this particular limitation of popu- 
lation would produce elasticity. The 
Solicitor-General had said that this clause 
was an exception to the general principle 
of the Bill. In that he agreed. The 
| Clause 4 schools were one of the five 
different kinds of schools which would 
be produced under this great unified 
| system of education which the Govern- 
ment ,were bringing into being. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman had _ said 
‘that a certain compromise was neces- 
sary and that it was difficult to fix 
| the line of demarcation, but that 5,000 
had been fixed as the limit for an 
urban area. He would remind the 
hon. and learned Gentleman that there 
were in urban areas schools of as humble 
proportions as in the rural areas. Then 
the hon. and learned Gentleman had 
said that they had to consider the question 
of economy. He did not differ from the 
Solicitor-General very much in that 
respect; but the hon. and learned 
Gentleman forgot that when a school 
got Clause 4 facilities it could receive 
no rent. There were certain depart- 
mental questions in connection with 
which the House ought to have some 
explanation. The urban area was a 
Local Government Board term, but it 
might vary from year to year. The 
/ hon. Baronet the Member for Wigan said 


| 


‘that last year the Local Government 


| 
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Board issued 130 separate orders dealing 
with municipal qualifications in these 
urban and district areas. Whena district 
which was now a rural area became an 
urban area or district, he wanted the Gov- 


ernment to tell the House whether on the | 


change of name the denominationalists 
in that particular district could change 
from Clause 3 to Clause 4. New urban 
areas were constantly coming into exis- 
tence and he wanted to know what 
machinery was to be  provided—for 
there was none in the Bill—by which 
when a new urban area came into exis- 
tence the rights of the other urban 
areas would be safe-guarded. But he 
took exception to the limitation as to 
population on rather wider grounds. 
They had had an explanation from the 
Solicitor-General, but the hon. and 
earned Gentleman had not touched the 
root of the objection of the Opposition ; 
he had not grappled with the real diffi- 
culty laid before the Government, and 
which, so far as he could see, was unan- 
swerable. How was it that in the 
country districts denominational educa- 
tion was only required on two days of 
the week, whereas it was to be given on 
tive days of the week in the towns? Was 
it that the rural child was so much 
superior to the town child that he could 
assimilate the religious instruction on 
two days of the week which it required 
the town child five days in the week to 
assimilate? Or were they putting the 
soul of the country child at a lower 
valuation than the soul of the town 


child? This was a matter which excited 
the most profound interest, and to 
many people it appeared that — by 


this clause the real interests of religious 


education had not been safeguarded 
and perhaps had scarcely been con- 


sidered by the Government. There- 
fore, some answer should be given as to 
what principle had guided the Govern- 
ment in this proposal. He thought the 
right hon. Gentleman ought to agree to 
omit these highly objectionable words. 


*Mr. LANE-FOX (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Barkston Ash) said he took a more hopeful 
view of the situation thanthe hon. Mem- 
ber who moved the Amendment, and 
who said it was hopeless to argue with 
the Government, ani that feeling 
was strengthenel by the fact that 


Lord Balearres. 
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the defence of those particular wor ls 
| shifted on every occasion when the 
point came before the + ouse. First 
‘of all the Parliamentary Secretary to the 


| Board of Education said that it was 


because of the stupidity of the rural 
parent. Then the right hon. Gentleman 
the Minister for Education said that it 
'was for elasticity, and now the Solicitor- 
General had given another explanation, 
that of economy. That was the last ditch 
into which the Government had _ been 
driven. If this was the last line of 
defence of the Government he thought 
they might congratulate themselves, be- 
cause he thought it was a very unsatis- 
factory and unsound one. What did 
the Solicitor-General say? He said 
that it was verv necessary that no in 
justice should arise under this clause and 
that it would be bad economy to avoid in 
justice by maintaining a large number of 
small schools. But the hon. and learned 
Gentleman seemed to forget that possible 
injustices were fully guarded against under 
sub-sections (a) and (b) of the clause. 
He failed to see that any more injustice 
would be done by the operation of the 
clause in rural than in urban areas. All 
they asked was that, subject to the 
conditions being fulfilled and the 
extra accommodation being possible, the 
same conditions should prevail in the 
country districts as in the towns, 
He would ask the Solicitor - General 
whether he really thought it would 
be in the interests of economy that 
they should have to build one large 
school in every district to take the 
place of the existing schools. That 
would be the only way in which they 
could carry out his idea. The economical 
arguments could not be maintained, The 
only effective economy was to make 
the best of the existing schools subject 
to the conditions mentioned. He hoped 
the Government would realise the extra- 
ordinary character of the limitations 
laid down. There were many districts 
where one would not know whether he 
was in a rural or in an urbanarea, and they 
submitted that where the same conditions 
prevailed in other ways so the same 
conditions as regarded religious instruc- 
tion should prevail. At present there 
were five Roman Catholic schools in his 
constituency, and if the words in the 
clause were allowed to remain as they 
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were those schools would be absolutely | 
wiped out. He thought it was fair in the 
interests of the whole of the country 
that the question should be considered, | 
and unless some better and stronger | 
reason were given, he did not see why 
they should not claim the same rights 
in rural districts as were claimed in the 
towns. If the Amendment was refused 
the rural districts would be left solely 
with the facilities under Clause 3, and 
it was obvious that they could not in 
some instances afford the full religious 
instruction which might be desired. 
Unless the words in question were left 
out, there would be no denominational 
instruction given of an effective character. 
It was perfectly impossible under Clause °3. 
This was a matter which went deeply 
into the hearts of a great many people and 
was one worthy of serious consideration. , 
He appealed to the right hon, Gentleman 
not to be impervious to argument, 
but to accept the Amendment and 
make the clause apply to all. 
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Mr. LUPTON said that, in reply 
to the speech of the hon. Member 


for Barkston Ash, he had to remark | 
that the three defences which had 
been put forward of this clause | 


were not necessarily inconsistent one | 
with another. He had the honour to 
represent a very rural constituency, 
and he thought that there was some 
objection to the application of the ballot , 
in those constituencies. He had always 
been on general grounds an opponent of 
the ballot, because although undoubtedly 
it was a protection to those persons | 
whose position in life made it impossible | 
that they should be independent, still, | 
on the other hand, if it did not exist, it 
would make people dare all for the sake | 
of their consciences. Still, these people 
were in a very awkward position when 
they were asked to vote in a particular | 
way and their living depended upon their | 
answer. Ina village people in authority | 
very often said that when the result was 
declared they would see how different | 
members of the population had voted. | 
Then there was the question of coal, | 
blanketsy and other benefits depending | 
upon the question of the way in which | 
parents were supposed to have voted. | 
A great many of these people tried to 
inculeate in the minds of the village | 
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people that the ballot was not secret. 
It should be their business to teach the 
people that it was secret, but still in some 
districts there was a strong suspicion that 
it could be discovered which way they 
voted, and in a small district with only 
one school it would be very easy to make 
a very good guess as to how each person 
voted. Therefore he thought the defence 
as to the ballot was a good defence and 
not inconsistent with the other views 
put forward in support of this clause. 
There were a great many people in the 
villages who felt that they had for genera- 
tions and centuries been trampled upon 
and now at last had come a great uprising, 
and the Nonconformists, who had shown 
their sincere devotion to their religion by 
building chapels and Sunday schools and 
by working in them, had sent a 
large number of Liberal Members to this 
House to try and defend their position. 
The Government had recognised the 
justice of their position by drawing this 
line, and if the Anglican Party, the 
Roman Catholic Party, and the Mosaic 
Party accepted that compromise, 1t was 
one which made parish life endurable ; 
but if they would not accept that com- 
promise, if it was still to be war to the 
knife, there would be continual fighting 
between determined men. That might 
be a very good thing, because con 
tinued fighting between determine | 
men brought out some of the nobler 
qualities of the nation. The last election 
went altogether in their favour and he 
was of opinion that if another election 
was fought on the same grounds the 
result would be the same. He protested 
against any attempt being made to 
trample on the Nonconformists in the 
villages, and pointed out that Clause 4 
did not exhaust the possibilities of re- 


_ligious teaching. The Government had 


really met all legitimate demands without 
inflicting injustice. 


Mr. TALBOT, who was very indis- 
tinctly heard, was understood to say he 
had never been able to convey to the 
minds of those who supported the Govern- 
ment that in trying to remedy a g.ievance 
which afflicted a small number of persons 
they inflicted another grievance which 
would sorely try the consciences of a much 
larger section of the community. That 
was the position he had tried both 
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outside and inside this House to impress 
en supporters of the Government. It 
was for that reason that he so cordially 
supported the Amendment before the 
House. The Amendment to his mind 
was one in the direction of simple justice. 
The Government admitted there was 
a grievance in the urban district. The 
Opposition also knew that there was a 
grievance in the rural districts, but 
the Government regarded that as in- 
finitesimal, and did not attempt to 
remedy it. But if that grievance was 
not remedied either in this House or 
in another place he thought he would not 
be rash in prophesying that the country 
would never rest, because it would leave in 
the minds of an important section of the 
community a rankling sense of injustice. 
During past centuries education in the 
rural districts had been largely if not 
wholly carried on by the Church of 
England, and that was continued down 
to 1902. Now the Government came 
forward and said that, because there was 
some sort of grievance, they would, in 
order to alter that, turn round on the 
people who had been carrying on the 
education in the past and put a grievance 
upon them. It had been said by many 
strong Nonconformists that they would 
never consent to the endowment of popery, 
but now the House was told that the Non- 
conformists agreed to this clause and 
opposed the Amendment to it because the 
Amendment would mitigate the wrongs 
of the Church of England and the clause 
would remedy the grievance of the Roman 
Catholics. What was that but an en- 
dowment of popery by their votes, or 
in other words putting Rome upon the 
rates? When their convictions were put 
to the test of voting in the division 
lobbies this strong conviction about 
putting Rome on the rates faded away. 
The reason why he supported the Amend- 
ment was that he desired to see 
justice done all round. He was sorry 
to say, because it was a serious charge 
to make against the Government, that 
they had selected one denomination for 
persecution—that this Bill was conceived 
in a spirit hostile to the Church of Eng- 
land. But when the right hon. Gentle- 
man stated recently at the Table that 
this was “ frankly an undenominational 
Bill,’ then they must see that the 


Church of England must be the body 
Mr. Talbot. 


{COMMONS} 








and Wales) Bill 1264 


to be attacked, because it was the largest 
and most influentia' denomination. Ifthe 
Government wished to say this Bill was 
not conceived in a spirit hostile to the 
Church of England but was conceived 
in the spirit of doing equal justice to all, 
they must allow the rural schools the 
same favours end indulgence as were 
given to other schools. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE (Norfolk, N.W.) 
said he had listened to the debate with 
some profit, for the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Oxford University had 
admitted at last that the Church of 
England was a denomination. Had that 
been admitted earlier they would have 
known where they were. To say that this 
Bill was an attack on that denomination 
was to argue against the spirit of the Bill. 
Clause 3 provided for special religious 
teaching quite equal to that which was 
given in its regular practice by the 
Church of England. And when the right 
hon. Gentleman spoke about placing 
Rome upon the rates he would venture 
to suggest that he had forgotten that 
the special religious teaching was 
not to be paid for by the local autho- 
rity. Speaking as one of those who 
had resisted the imposition of the 
cost of denominational teaching on 
the rates, he thought this Bill met the 
objection to the Act of 1902. He be- 
lieved it would be found to remove the 
cause ‘which operated in the minds of 
those who resisted the payment of what 
was practically a church rate applied 
to the teaching of denominational 
religion in the schools. There were 
provisions in this Bill quite as strongly 
objected to by Nonconformists as other 
provisions were by members of the 
Church of England. Clause 4 was one 
of those provisions. He had never taken 
a directly antagonistic position to that 
clause, because he thought some special 
arrangements should be made for special 
cases, but in the main the principle on 
which the clause was based had been 
objected to by large bodies of free church- 
men and others throughout the kingdom. 
In the words now attempted to be struck 
out the Government had fixed upon 
an area which prevented the anomaly of 
a one-school district. A population of 
5,000 would secure, he supposed, in 
every case more than one school in the 
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district, and those who could not use 
the special facilities would have other 
provision made for them. If, however, 
they struck out these words they would 
revert to a very large extent to the 
anomalous position now existing. Un- 
doubtedly a Roman Catholic would lose 
the advantages which this clause gave 
him if he migrated from the town to the 
country, but this. was not the only 
advantage he would lose. Many ad- 
vantages were largely incidental to the 
circumstances in which a man lived, 
and it was notorious that many who 
dwelt in country districts had to lose 
advantages of ‘different kinds which they 
would enjoy in urban districts. It was 
impossible to draw an Act of Parliament 
which would in every case secure equal 
advantages for every individual through- 
out the country, whether in matters of 
religion or anything else. They very 
strongly objected to the position in which 
free churchmen were placed in one-school 
districts under like circumstances. Hon. 
Gentlemen opposite who were very 
anxious to prevent this anomaly did 
not raise their voices against the larger 
and more wide-spread anomaly which 
existed under the old Act, where the 
large body of Nonconformists who could 
not avail themselves of religious instruc- 
tion in the one-school districts had to go 
without any religious instruction at all 
so far as the public school was concerned. 
In fixing upon a population of 5,000 the 
Government had gone as low as they 
could, and many of their supporters 
thought they had gone too low. The 
Government had been twitted with 
providing by this Bill five different 
kinds of schools. Of course, it would 
have been simpler for the Government 
to have provided one kind of school, but 
the five kinds had been attempted in order 
to provide for the different claimants, of 
which the noble Lord the Member for 
East Marylebone was one of the most 
persistent, and if they were twitted now 
with trying to meet the wishes of the 
various people throughout the country, 
he thought they had better confine 
themselves to the one kind of school, 
which he thought would have got much 
more earnest support from the com- 
munity than this Bill had obtained. How- 
ever, he thought the Government had hit 
upon the right provision in this case, 
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and he sincerely hoped they would adhere 
to the words in the clause, because other- 
wise they would do a great deal of injus- 
tice. Clause 3 combined with Clause 4 
made all the provision that anyone 
could properly ask for. 


Mr. ABEL SMITH (Hertfordshire, 
Hertford) said the Government had now 
thrown over the argument that was used 
in Committee by the Parliamentary Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education that the 
parents in rural districts were so hope- 
lessly stupid that they were quite unable 
to take advantage of the provisions con- 
tained in this clause. What he wanted 
to point out to the hon. Member for 
Sleaford and the hon. Member for Nor- 
folk was that the greater part of their 
remarks had nothing to do with ‘his 
Amendment, because it was not desired 
by the supporters of the Amendm:nt 
that the clause should be made appli- 
cable to single-school districts. It was 
expressly provided by sub-section (b) 
that the clause should not come into 
operation unless there was other public 
school accommodation in the district. 
There was a distinction, he was ready to 
admit, between the conditions which 
ought to prevail in districts where there 
were several schools and in districts 
where there was only one public elemen- 
tary school ; but what he wished to press 
most strongly upon the Government 
was that no logical distinction could be 
drawn between a district which hap- 
pened to be urban and a district which 
happened to be 'rural. He honed even 
now their arguments might prevail to 
some extent upon the Government. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN (Shropshire, 
Oswestry) understood the Solicitor- 
General to say in his reply that there must 
be a certain amount of injustice under 
this clause to people living in rural 
districts. He rather gathered from the 
hon. and learned Gentleman’s interrup- 
tions to his right hon. friend’s speech that 
what he really intended to convey was 
that where Clause 4 was put into opera- 
tion a certain amount of injustice must 
be done. ‘ 


Sir W. ROBSON said it was by no 
means an injustice to the denomination 
but to the children to be under the 
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influence of a denomination, perhaps 
against their will. 


*Mr. BRIDGEMAN said that if it were 
an injustice for nineteen children out of 
a hundred to have to go elsewhere because 
they objected to the particular religious 
teaching in a school, surely it would be a 
greater injustice if in a rural district the 
whole of the children, perhaps 100 per 
cent., were entirely refused the denomina- 
tional instruction they wanted. Ifit was 
an injustice for nineteen children to live 
under a denominational atmosphere to 
which they objected, surely it was an 
equal injustice to prevent all the 
children in a school from getting the 
teaching they wanted. In the rural 
districts this would create very grievous 
injustice. The constituency which he 
represented would suffer very severely 
if this Amendment were not carried. 
He should think that 90 per cent. of the 
schools would be debarred from justice. 
The hon. and learned Gentleman had said 
they must draw the line somewhere, 
but if they wanted to give justice why 
draw a line and say that below that line 
no one was to get justice? He pleaded 
most earnestly for a reconsideration of 
this point by the Government. 


Mr. BIRRELL said that this clause had 
been described as absurd, objectionable, 
and useless, and he therefore felt that he 
would have been justified in taking the 
advice to withdraw it altogether. How- 
ever, parents were sometimes reported to 
be fondest of their most ill-favoured off- 
spring, and he still adhered to C ause 4. 
The hon. Member for the Oswestry Divi- 
sion had said that if the words “in an 
urban area” were struck out justice 
would be done in alargenumber of schools. 
He was therefore encouraged to believe 
that hon. Gentlemen were only playing 
a Party game when they refused to admit 
that there was some merit in a clause of 
this character—a clause which admittedly 
benefited the Jews, which tended to 
secure to an enormous fraction of the 
children of Roman Catholics the atmos- 
phere they loved, and which, according to 
figures that had not been contradicted, 
would also benefit a very large percentage 
of Church of England children. He did 
not complain of criticism of some of the 
conditions of the clause or of these 


Sir W. Robson. 
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particular words, but he thought that a 
Minister who sought to incorporate ina 
Bill of this character a denominational 
clause ought, he would not say to expect 
consideration from hon. Gentlemen op- 
posite, but not to be entirely surprised if 
he received a little. It was absolutely 
untrue that the Bill had been deliberately 
framed to injure the Church of England. 
The right. hon. Member for Oxford Univer- 
sity who made that charge had somewhat 
mitigated its solemnity bysaying that any- 
body who brought in an undenomina- 
tional Bill would obviously be striking a 
terrible blow at the Church of England. 
He admitted that, saving Clauses 3 and 4, 
this was an undenominational Bill. He 
had never sought to win over the opinion 
of hon. Gentlemen opposite on that 
subject, because he recognised that the 
task was hopeless. But an attempt had 
been made in Clauses 3 and 4 to secure 
special denominational teaching. They 
might be sure that the local authorities 
would take over a very large number at 
all events of denominational schools, 
in order to provide the necessary 
accommodation within their area.. The 
“gap” would in practice be bridged 
over in an enormous number of cases. 
Members had spoken as if the facilities 
offered were worthless. As a matter 
of fact, in cases where the local education 
authority took over an existing Church 
school, catechetical and Prayer-book 
teaching might continue to be given on 
two mornings of the week, if the owners 
and trustees so required, just as before. 
The Bill struck no blow at the denomina- 
tional teaching of the Church of England. 
The only difference would be that this 
teaching could not be given by the 
regular teacher of the school, and to 
describe that as a serious blow at the 
prestige of the Church of England and 
at her hold over the affections of a large 
part of the people was to use language 
of gross exaggeration. As to Clause 4, 
he agreed with what had been said by the 
Solicitor-General upon this matter. The 
clause was a difficult one to deal with. 
By choosing such a low limit as a 
population of 5,000 the Government 
had made their case somewhat more 
difficult of argument than if they had 
adopted the figure of 20,000 or 30,000. 
But the general design was the same 


in both cases. The Government had 
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remedied the admitted grievance of Non- 
conformists, and they disputed that in 
doing so they had inflicted any real 
injury on the catechetical andPrayer-book 
teaching of the Church of England in 
her own schools. As to the limitation 
of the clause to urban areas, the object 
of the Government was to secure that 
“atmosphere” should only be allowed 
in a populous district where there 
was not only suitable public accom- 
modation in the neighbourhood, but 
accommodation easy of access. In 
a town district public school accommo- 
dation was close at hand; in a country 
district it might be a considerable dis- 
tance away. That was why the Govern- 
ment chose an urban area with a popu- 
lation of 5,000. That might be con- 
sidered unreasonable, but only from the 
point of view that all schools ought to 
be denominational. This was an un- 
denominational Bill, and Clause 4 was an 
exception and had to be limited and 
restricted in a way which would be 
absurd if applied to a general law. In 
reply to the argument used in reference 
to diminishing populations if the Local 
Government Board turned a rural into 
an urban area, then the urban area 
would fall within the scope and purview 
of this Bill, and would be entitled to the 
privileges accorded to schools in urban 
areas. The noble Lord opposite had 
spoken as if it was only in certain religious 
atmospheres that they could get any 
religious teaching at all. That he en- 
tirely disputed. He was aware that 
there were those who attached great 
importance to the atmosphere of schools, 
but he attached just as much importance 
to Clause 3 schools and board schools. 
It was hardly for the same reason that 
Catholics attached importance to the 
atmosphere of their schools. They did 
not want to be always thrusting the 
Catechism down the throats of the chil- 
dren, and Catholics asked for their atmo- 
sphere for a very different reason. Catho- 
lics desired to exercise control over the 
books re:d in the schools and over 


the teachers who imparted the instruc- 
tion. So far as those who required 
catechetical teaching and the religious 
instruction of the Church of England 
were concerned, they could get it just as 
much under Clause 3 as they would in 
their own religious atmosphere. 


Atmo- 
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sphere schools had their charm, and they 
were recognised under certain restric- 
tions. He was sorry for the exclusions 
the words would cause, but he rejoiced 
to think how much the clause would do, 
and in fixing the limit at 5,000, as large 
a population as possible was included. 
If there was any distinction made between 
the Church of England and the Church 
of Rome, it was not against the Church 
of England ; because he was thoroughly 
persuaded that under Clause 3 the pro- 
visions would be satisfactory to the great 
majority of parents, and he believed that 
when the provisions were made clear to 
them they would be surprised at the 
warmth of those people who, without any 
direct authority, had spoken on their 
behalf. He repudiated with warmth the 
idea that special injury was intended to 
the Chureh of England, and still thought 
that the clause, whatever might be its 
deficiencies, deserved other treatment 
than it had received. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR said he would 
not follow the defence by the right hon. 
Gentleman of Clause 3, which did not 
appear to be relevant to the discussion, but 
so far as he was concerned he did not 
join in the attack upon the spirit which 
had animated many of the leading pro- 
visions of Clause 4. On the contrary, 
he allowed that three great principles 
were therein cecognised which must 
form essential and vital elements in any 
final solution of the question. In the 
first place, there was recognition of the 
principle of alternative accommodation 
—undoubtedly an important considera- 
tion—the possibility of a parent finding 
other teaching for his child than that to 
which he objected. This must enter into 
consideration in the framing of any final 
scheme. The second principle recog- 
nised was that of parental interest, 
which in this clause, and in this clause 
alone, the Government had adopted. 
It was surely not a very paradoxical 
idea that a parent should have something 
to say in the selection of the religious 
teaching his child was to receive. 
Thirdly, there was recognition of the 
claim that the teaching desired should 
be given by the teacher of the school. 
The importance of these principles was 
not to be overrated, and though he 





thought the limitations in the clause 
were of an arbitrary character the 
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subject. 


Mr. HUNT rose to continue the dis- 


cussion, when 


Mr. BIRRELL rose in his place and 
claimed to move, 
be now put.” 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 

Alden, eer 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury,E. ) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bell, Richard 

Benn, SirJ. Williams(Devonp’rt 
Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, ArthurW.( Bedfordshire) 
Bolton, T. D. (Derbyshire, N.E. 
Boulton, A. C. F.(Ramsey) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brunner,J. F. L.(Lancs., Leigh) 
Brunner, Sir JohnT.(Cheshire) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. Jo 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Byles, William Po 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W. 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S.Pancras, W. 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex,E.Grinst’d 


Mr. A, J. Balfour, 


Education (England 
Government had shown themselves alive 


to the root idea that should animate 
Statesmen in a desire to deal with the 


“That the Question 
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of the Bill,” 


The 
Noes, 118. 





AYES. 


Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cremer, Wiliiam Randal 
Crossley, William J. 

Davies, David(MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunne Major E. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F, 
Goddard, Daniel Fora 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie, J. Keir (MerthyrTydvil) 
Harmsworth,R.L.(Caithn’s-sh. 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale, 
Harwood, George 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Illingworth, Percy H. 

Jackson, R. 8. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead‘ 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
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Question, “ That the Question be now 
put,” put, and agreed to. 


House 
(Division List No. 262.) 
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Question put accordingly, “That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 


divided :—Ayes, 245; 


Jones, Sir D. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) ' 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy(Essex,Harwich 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk‘B’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.;} 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks,G. Crovdon(Launcesten 
Marnhan, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montgomery, H. G. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncaster 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

Parker, James (Halifax) 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke 
Pickersgill, Edward{Hare 
Pollerd, Dr. 
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Price, C.E.(Edinburgh,Central) 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk,E.) 
Priestley, W.E.B (Bradford, E.) 
Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt.Hn. E. (Dundee) 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott( Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Scott,A.H.(Ashton-under-Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Shackleton, David James 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.} 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Ashley, W. W 

Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt. Hn.A.J.(City Lond. 


Banner, John S. Harmooi- 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Beach, Hn.Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Boland, John 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 
Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Clynes, J. R. 

Coates, E. Feetham(Lewisham) 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 

Cox, Harold 

Craik, Sir Henry 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duffy, William J. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfiey 
Ffrench, Peter 
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Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) | 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 


Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C.( Radcliffe) 
Tennant,Sir Edward (Salisbury 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) | 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thompson,J.W.H. Somerset, E. | 
Thorne, William 

Tillett. Louis John 
Torrance, Sir A. M. 
Toulmin, Geor, 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Vivian, Henry 


NOES. 


Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Ginnell, L. 

Glover, Thomas 

Haddock, George R. 

Halpin, J. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hammond, John 

Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hazleton, Richard 

Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BurySEdm’ds) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hogan, Michael 

Hunt, Rowland 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir HenrySeymour(Hull) 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MaeVeigh,Charles( Donegal, K. 
M‘Killop, W. 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore JohnThrogmort’n 
Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murphy, John 
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Walters, John Tudor 
Ward, John (Stoke-upon-Trent 


| Wardle, George J. 


Wason,John Cathcart (Orkney) 


| Waterlow, D. S. 

| Watt, H. Anderson 

| Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

| Weir, James Galloway 


White, George (Norfolk) 


| White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
| White, Luke (York, E.R.) 

| Whitehead, Rowland 

| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 

| Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
| Wiles, Thomas 

| Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 


| Woodhouse,Sir J.T.Huddersf'd 


Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Nield, Herbert 

Nolan, Joseph 

O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, 1’. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Hare, Patrick 
O’Kelly,James (Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rawlinson,JohnFrederick Peel 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts,S. (Sheffield, tcclesall) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S. 
Starkey, John R. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors—Sir 
Alexander Acland- Hood and 
Mr. Pike Pease. 





«275 Education (England 


Mr. LOUGH said that the object of 
the Amendment he had now to propose 
was that the ballot should precede the 


inquiry. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 16, after the word ‘taken’ 
to insert the words ‘ previously to the inquiry.’ ” 
—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question, “ That those words be there 
inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 3, line 17 and 18, to leave out the 
words ‘regulations made for the purpose by 
the Board of Education,’ and to insert the 
words ‘ this section.’ ” 


Question, “That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the clause” 
put, and negatived. 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘this section’ be there inserted.” 


Lorp R. CECIL (Marylebone, E.) 
said he wished to ask the President of the 
Board of Education if he had yet framed 
the regulations for the ballot, with the 
questions to be addressed to the parents 
as to whether they wished the extended 
facilities under the section. 


Mr. BIRRELL said he had found the 
drafting of the regulations and questions 
forthe ballot a somewhat difficult task, and 
the conclusion he had come to was not to 
attempt in the short time left this session 
to come to any final determination as to 
what the regulations should be, but to 
publish them in draft as a Parliamentary 
Paper, so that right hon. and 
hon. Gentlemen might take them home 
and consider them during the lamentably 
short vacation. When the House met 
again he should be only too glad to receive 
practical suggestions from all quarters, so 
as to secure that the ballot should be 
taken at the time most convenient to 
the parents, that it should be kept open 
for four or five days, and generally that 
the regulations should facilitate people 
voting. 


Dr. MACNAMARA said that the form 
of question to be put on the ballot 
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paper suggested by the noble Lord at the 
Committee stage, viz.— 

“Do you wish the religious instruction to 
continue as heretofore ?” 
was most misleading and dangerous, 
It would not get anything like the real 
intention of the parents. What he would 
suggest was that the question should be— 


“Do you desire the extended facilities pro. 
vided under this clause ? ” 


Lorp BALCARRES asked the right 
hon. Gentleman whether when he pub- 
lished his regulations in the autumn 
he would give an indication as to how 
the expenses of the ballot were to be met. 


Mr. BIRRELL said he hoped to 
circulate the draft regulations, which 
would include the point raised by the 
noble Lord, before the House adjourned 
for the recess. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Lorp R. CECIL said that as the 
Bill was originally drafted the ballot 
formed no part of the machinery. The 
direction was for the local authority 
to make inquiry as to whether the parents 
of four-fifths of the children attending 
the schools were in favour of the extended. 
facilities. That was a very wide and 
general method of inquiry, and the 
inspector who held it would. be entitled 
to accept any evidence he thought 
conclusive as to the wishes of the parents ; 
and if the parents were away from 
home, it would be quite within the 
province of the inspector to accept 
evidence at second-hand as to what 
their wishes were. That system had 
been abandoned, which he regretted, 
and for it there had been substituted 
the much stricter machinery of the ballot. 
But even if the ballot were kept open 
for a number of days, there would 
necessarily be a certain inevitable waste. 
However keen the interest of the people 
might be in any question submitted 
at an election, political or municipal, 
there would be a certain number who 
would not, or could not vote. The 
result would be that before the extended 
facilities were given there would be 
required the consent of the parents of at 
least eight-ninths of the children attend- 
ing the schools instead of four-fifths as in 
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the clause. He could not think that 
that was intended by the Government. 
He attached enormous value to the 
principle of the clause, and wanted 
to see it made available, as far as possible, 
for the protection of the denominations, 
and it was in that sense that he proposed 
the Amendment standing in his name. 
He frankly admitted that he was not 
altogether satisfied ‘with the words of 
his Amendment, but the Government 
might find other words which would 
better convey the meaning he desired 
to express. 


Mr. LANE-FOX seconded the Amend- 
ment, and hoped that the right hon. 
Gentleman would accept it, because he 
believed that it would carry out his real 
intention. As the noble Lord had pointed 
out, there would be difficulties in getting 
a large proportion of the parents to vote. 
If the right hon. Gentleman would accept 
these words he would take a great step 
towards remedying the difficulty. What 
the noble Lord said about Clause 4 applied 
to a good many of them. They all 
recognised the merits of Clause 4, and 
the spirit in which it had been drafted, 
and although he condemned Clause 3, he 
recognised that in Clause 4 they had the 
best protection of denominationalism 
that the Bill contained. In regard to 
the Amendment, he hoped if the Govern- 
ment could not accept the actual words 
they would see their way to accept some 
other words. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In, page 3, line 19, to leave out the words 
‘the parents of’ and insert the words ‘ of the 
oo voting those representing.’ ”—(Lord 

ecu.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘the parents of’ stand part of the 
Bill.” 


*Mr. LUPTON said he had listened 
with great respect to the explanation 
of the Amendment, but it appeared to 
him that under it it would be possible in 
certain districts for the vote of one 
parent to obtain these facilities. 


Lorp R. CECIL said that that effect 
could always be stopped by any single 
other parent voting the other way. 
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*Mr. LUPTON said he was putting the 
case in which one parent had elected to 
vote and no other parent had elected to 
vote. Supposing, however, there were 
ten parents selected to vote who 
would represent four-fifths or nine- 
tenths of the parents voting for extended 
facilities, but the other parents did not 
vote at all. It was essential if they were 
to carry out this clause in anything like 
its original intention that they should have 
four-fifths of the parents of the children 
attending the particular schools voting 
and not merely the four-fifths of the 
parents who thought it prudent to vote. 


Mr. BIRRELL thought the Amend- 
ment of the noble Lord was open 
to some of the criticisms of the hon. 
Member who had just sat down. This 
was a novel thing, and he did not think 
that any of the analogies which had been 
brought forward with regard to other 
elections came into play. They pro- 
posed to allow under the regulations that 
in the absence of the father the mother 
might vote, and therefore they got two 
authorities who were able to go and 
register their vote instead of one. That 
enormously reduced the chances of ill- 
ness and abstinence rendering the 
ballot ineffective. His own belief 
was that these matters would excite 
such great interest when the attention of 
the parents had been properly called to 
the matter—he did not say which way 
they were going to vote, but he did say 
that they would get an unusually large 
percentage of parents and guardians 
who would vote in this matter. He did 
not think they could draw any analogy 
from the voting of people in politics 
or municipal affairs or for boards of 
guardians and the like. He was bound 
to say that if parents could not be in- 
duced to vote he did not think it would 
be right to ignore the fact that they did 
not vote. He hoped, however, that the 
parent would vote. When the regula- 
tions were considered it would be found 
that they provided for keeping the poll 
open for a number of days and at con- 
venient times, and he thought they 
would have a record vote in cases 
where the parents were interested. 
If the parents were not __inter- 
ested he did not think they ought 
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to have schools of this character. 
Provision would be made in the regula- 
tions under which a parent who had not 
voted could come and say before the 
public inquiry that he did not desire 
public accommodation for his child. 
Having recorded that so far as he was 
concerned he did not require separate 
public accommodation for his child, 
that child would be struck out of the 
balance of those children for whom 
other accommodation was required. The 
question which had been raised might 
be+met to some extent in considering 
the regulations, but with regard to 
the general principle he thought they 
must adhere to the words of the clause. 


Lorp BALCARRES admitted that 
the right hon. Gentleman had made 
out a case against the words of 
his noble friend, but he contended 
that there was still one injustice 
which would prevail, and that was the 
assumption that the absentee was neces- 
sarily hostile to the granting of facilities. 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that 
in his regulations he would consider 
whether he could not keep the poll 


open for two, three, four, or five days, 
or perhaps a week, in order to enable the 


absentee voter to come inand vote. He 
thought it was hard that if a voter, say 
a widower, could not attend to vote, 
his vote should be counted against 
the status quo. He wished to point out 
to the right hon. Gentleman that the latter 
part of his speech put a different com- 
plexion on the matter, however, for he had 
stated that in the case of a man who could 
not vote—say, a fisherman—the poll 
having been kept open for a week, he 
would be able under one of the sub-sec- 
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tions to say, at a public inquiry. that he 
did not vote and that he did not require 
alternative accommodation for his child, 
and that declaration would have to be 
taken into account. That had a very 
practica' bearing upon the Amendment 
of his noble friend. His noble friend said 
that only those who wished to vote must 
give a vote. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man said that after the ballot was closed, 
a man should be able to come forward 
and say that for a good reason he could 
not vote, but although he did not vote 
he did not want the alternative accom- 
modation for his child. If they had 
twenty or thirty people who did that it 
would involve a scrutiny of the ballot. 


Mr. BIRRELL: But he cannot vote. 


Lorp BALCARRES: No, that is so, 
but he comes forward after the ballot 
has been declared and makes a declara- 
tion. There was another point. A child 
might be three years of age and there 
might be sufficient alternative accom- 
modation for that child; but if he was 
twelve or thirteen years of age, there 
might be no alternative accommodation. 
A man might say he did not want accom- 
modation for his child, who was fourteen 
years of age, but there might be cases 
in the infant department where alter- 
native accommodation was necessary. 
In any case, this suggestion of the right 
hon. Gentleman seemed to him to in- 
volve a scrutiny of the ballot after it 
was taken.. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 240; 
Noes, 94. (Division List No. 263.) . 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Alden, Perey 

Allen,A. Acland (Cbristcburch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour. Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, Jobn 


Mr. Birrell. 





‘Black, ArthurW.( 


AYES. 


Barlow, JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,SirJ. Williams (Devonp’rt 
Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,J. H. (Essex, Romford) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
fordshire) 





Bolton, T. D. (Derbyshire,N.E. 
Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. .:. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Brodie, H.'C. 

Brunner, J.F.L. (Lancs.,Leigus 
Brunner, Sir John T. (Chesh.) 
Buckmaster, Stanley C. 
Burns, Rt, Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thoma; 

Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
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Causton,Rt. Hn. RichardKnight 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats,Sir T.Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Corbett,C. H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Cremer, William Randal 
Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, David (Montgomery Co. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Duncan, C. Barrow-in- Furness) 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gill, A. H. 

Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall, Frederick 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie,J. Keir (Merthyr Tydvil 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worc’r) 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Helme, Norval Watsoa 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henderson, J.M.( Aberdeen, W.) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Higham, John Sharp 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Hudson, Walter 

Hatton, Alfred Eddison 
Illingworth, Percy H. 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,Rt.Hu.SirAlexF. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
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Jackson, R. S. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Bryamor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonsbi re 
Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 
Kinca‘d-Sniith, Captain 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex,Harwich 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M. (FalkirkB’ghs) 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks, G. Croydon( Launceston 
Marnhan, F. J. 

Massie, J. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 
Molteno,‘Percy. Alport 

Money, L. G. Chiozza 
Montgomery, H. G. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall 
Morton, Alphe is Clo>phas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T B. 

Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Cha;. N.(Doncast’r) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

Parker, James (Halifax) 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, J. Wynford(Pem broke 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E.(Edinburgh,Central 
Price, RobertJohn(Norfolk, E.) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.E.B.(Bradford, E. 
Radford, G. H. 


NOES. 


Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W.W. ... 
Balcarres, Lord! 
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Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Richards, Thomas (W.Monm’th 
Richards,T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott(Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rowlands, J. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, A. H. (Ashton und. Lyue 
Sears, J. E. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley, Hn.A.Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, E 
Thorne, William 

Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Vivian, Henry 

Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Waterlow, D.S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. ( Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. Glamorgan 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FoR THE AyES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. Pease . 


Baldwin, Alfred 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 


| Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 





- 


1283 


Beach, Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. ase 

land, John 

yle, Sir, Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Coates, E..Feetham (Lewisham 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Thomas Joseph 
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| Halpin, J. 


Hazleton, Rich 
Hills, J. W. 


Joyce, Michael 


Condon, 


Craik, Sir Henry 
Creen, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 


Delany, William Lundon, W. 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Doughty, Sir.George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duffy, William J. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 

Fell, Arthur 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Ffrench, Peter 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Flavin, Michael Josep. 
Fletcher, J. 8. 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Ginnell, L. 

Haddock, George R. 


M’Kean, John 
M’Killop, W. 


Murphy, John 
Nolan, Joseph 





Mr. EVELYN CECIL moved an 
Amendment to provide that the extended 
facilities for special religious instruction 
should be granted if it appeared that 
the parents of a reasonable number of 
the children attending the schcol desired 
those facilities. He did not see 
why the fraction four-fifths should 
have been specially chosen. It had no 
special value, and the fixing of hard and 
fast lines of this kind had some very 
obvious objections. He thought serious 
problems would arise owing to the in- 
elastic character of this provision, and 
therefore he would much rather have 
the words “a reasonable number” put 
in instead of “ four-fifths.” There was 
no serious difficulty in this. The local 
education authority could fix what a 
reasonable number was, and if they did 
not decide justly in the matter in accor- 
dance with the dictates of common sense, 
then there might be an appeal to the 
Board of Education. He felt that the 
argument with regard to shifting pop- 
ulation used on the last Amendment 
applied even more strongly to this, 
because if one person removed from 
a district he might’ by that fact 
destroy the rights of all the 
other parents who comprised the four- 
fifths and who desired this religious 
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Hammond, John 
ts Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
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to have this hard and fast line drawn. 
The substitution of the words he. pro- 
posed for “ four-fifths” would obviate 
another injustice which arose from that 
fraction’s being embodied in the clause. 
In many cases the voluntary schools 
had extended their hospitality to chil- 
dren of other denominations, and if they 
stood out upon this matter the question of 
four-fifths could never arise and the 
parents of the majority of the children 
would lose these facilities because of 
the hospitality extended to the children 
of other denominations. Another point 
which ought not to be lost sight of was 
the fact that it would be so much more 
difficult to get the assent of the parents of 
four-fifths of the children than the objec- 
tion of one-fifth. It would be fairer if 
instead of saying four-fifths should require 
this teaching it was enacted that one-fifth 
should object to it. If the right hon. 
Gentleman did not see his way to do 
that, his Amendment came as near as 
possible to it, It would permit the local 
education authority to bear such a con- 
sideration in mind, and if a parent was 
precluded from voting through absence 
the authority would be able to prevent 
that circumstance from acting hardly 
against all the other parents who desired 
facilities. Such cases were likely to arise 
here and there, and it would be extremely 
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unfortunate if merely in order to main- 
tain a hard and fast fraction such hard- 
ships should be imposed upon parents 
who by force of. circumstances would 
be deprived of these facilities. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (W2t- 
minster) seconded the Amendment. He 
thought the hard and fast line drawn by 
this fraction really placed the Govern- 
ment in an illogical and absurd position. 
As he understood it, the clause was in- 
tended to do some measure of justice 
to what the right hon. Gentleman had 
called the “atmosphere” schools. But 
by adhering to this fraction of four-fifths, 
if the parents of 800 children out of 1,000 
claimed the privilege they obtained it, 
whereas if the parents of only 799 children 
voted for it they were unable to 
obtain the privilege. Did the Minister 
for Education pretend that in the latter 
case the ,school was less_ entitled 
to the privileges which the right hon. 
Gentleman himself had offered on the 
ground of these schools being “at- 
mosphere ” schools? It appeared to him 
that the hard and fast fraction inserted 
in the clause would result in a red-tape 
limitation, and would not afford to those 
schools the denominational religious in- 
struction they desired and had always 
received, and for which the schools were 
founded. He knew of more than one 
case within his own limited knowledge 
where although the actual division would 
be very close under this clause there was 
no question that a large majority of the 
parents desired denominational instruc- 
tion, or that the school had been founded 
and carried on for that purpose and 
on that condition ; and yet by the exercise 
of this four-fifths fraction that purpose 
and condition would be defeated. 


Amendment proposed.— 


“In pege 3, line 17, to leave out the words ‘ at 
least four-fifths’ and insert the words ‘a 
reasonable number.’”—(Mr. Evelyn Cecil.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 


proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 

Mr. LOUGH ‘said the hon. Member 
who moved the Amendment appeared 
to think that if they adopted his words 
they would get out of some of their 
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difficulties, but the hon. Gentleman had 
to wrestle hard with his subject and he 
did not think he had succeeded in con- 
vincing the House. It was an exceed- 
ingly difficult matter to decide what a 
reasonable number was. If, as was 
suggested, the question was left to the 
decision of the local authority, it would 
lead to a very undesirable want of 
uniformity all over the country, and 
would give great prominence to the 
religious question at the local elections. 
The Board of Education had also been 
suggested as the arbiter of the question. 
But the colour of the Board of Educa- 
tion changed from time to time, and 
one Board might settle in one way 
and the next Board another way, so 
that no definite settlement of the ques- 
tion would be arrived at. This was a 
question that Parliament must decide, 
and, to his mind, it was impossible, 
consistently with the spirit of the 
measure, to improve on the settlement 
laid down in the clause. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON did not think 
that his hon. friend’s Amendment re- 
quired much wrestling with in order 
to make out a very substantial case for it. 
Let the Parliamentary Secretary consider 
for a moment the procedure which was 
now provided. Twenty parents applied 
for facilities. The local authority there- 
upon was required to have a ballot, after 
which there was a local inquiry. The 
ballot would show whether there was 
2 reasonable demand for the facilities 
for which the twenty parents had applied. 
The local inquiry would show whether 
that demand could be satisfied without 
hardship upon such children as did 
not desire this particular form of denomi- 
national teaching. That must depend on 
the accommodation which was provided 
in the area, either—as he would desire to 
see—in some other place than the school, 
or in some other public elementary school 
in the vicinity. On the results of the 
ballot and the inquiry the local authority 
could exercise their discretion. Surely 
if the word “may” meant anything 
it was that the local authority had a 
discretion as to whether these fe-ilities 
should or should not be granted. The 
Amendment was really the corollary of the 
retention of the word “ may” as giving 
the Jocal education authority something 
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to exercise its discretion upon. He 
could see no reason on the face of the 
Bill as it stood against this Amendment, 
but he. could see very practical reasons 
for it. Quite apart from the question 
of machinery there was the reason which 
lay behind it, namely, that this matter 
of religious teaching meant a good 
deal to the persons who asked for it. If 
people were willing to make application 
for a particular form of religious instruc- 
tion, and if they were prepared to go to 
the ballot, it surely meant that their con- 
sciences moved them strongly in a 
particular direction. He thought the 
local authority should have a free hand 
to say whether or not the facilities 
should be granted. He admitted that the 
questions raised were of considerable 
difficulty, but they had to be decided 
because of the extreme importance which 
the parties concerned attached to the 
securing of religious education. They 
attached the same importance to this 
right under Clause 4 schools as was the 


case under Clauses 8 and 9 of the previous | 


Act. He did not think that even{with the 
ballot, the local inquiry, and the other 
machinery the local education authority 
would have anything like the difficulty 
in settling these questions as had to be 
encountered by the Board of Education 
in estimating the comparative importance 
to be attached to the wishes of parents, 
the economy of rates, and the efficiency 
of education under the Act of 1902. 
Yet the Board dec ded many such cases. 
The whole machinery of this Bill was 
now constructed to enable the local 
authority to come to a conclusion which 
should be satisfactory to the bulk of 
the parents. It was all very well to say 
that the Opposition were raising. diffi- 
cult questions, but they were actually 
raised by the clause. The Amendment 
was a most reasonable one and it reduced 
the clause to something like a rational 
and valuable provision inasmuch as it 
would enable the demands of a reasonable 
proportion of the parents in any locality— 
circumscribed as it was under the Bill— 
to enable those reasonable demands to be 
met by the local authority. 


*Dr. HAZEL (West Bromwich) said he 
had had an experience which he thought 
was unique in the House, because in the 

Sir William Anson, 


{COMMONS} 








and Wales) Bill. 1288 


course of his school days he attended two 
voluntary schools of different types ; one 
a Church of England school and the 
other a Wesleyan school. Notwithstand- 
ing this fact, he was prepared by any vote 
or effort to put an end to voluntary schools 
of every description. As an unsophisti- 
cated new Member what had struck 
him most with regard to the last 
three days discussion, and the Amend- 
ments which had been proposed from 
the Opposition side, was the absolute 
futility and unreality of the whole debate, 
for they had had the same Amendments, 
the same arguments, and the same 
speeches repeated which they had 
listened to a month ago. Did hon. 
Members opposite think that arguments 
which failed in June were likely to 
convince the House in July? He 
would remind them that “ Resur- 
rection pie” was not good either in 
diet or in dialectics. He was one of 
those who opposed Clause 4 in toto. 
He had voted against the clause once, and 
he hoped to have an opportunity of voting 
against it again. He believed that a 
vast majority of the electors who returned 
them to this House were opposed to this 
clause. It was said that they ought to 
retain the “atmosphere” of these 
denominational schools. That atmos- 
phere he thought in many cases would be a 
mixture of sewer gas and sacerdotalism 
[Opposition cries of “Oh!”] which 
was good neither for the physical nor the 
mental health of the children. As to the 
Amendment, to whose reason were they 
to appeal? To that of the Bishop of 
Manchester, or to that of a clerical ac- 
quaintance of his who at a public meeting 
compared the Minister for Education 
with Judas Iscariot, very much to the 
disadvantage, he gathered, of the Minister 
for Education ? Upon this question they 
must be definite. When they were 
dealing with the use of powers they 
might very well leave some of them 
optional, but when they were dealing 
with figures they must, above all, be 
definite, and they were definite in this 
Bill with regard to the majority re- 
quired. He trusted thatthe House would 
also be definite in regard to the 
proposal which had been made, and 
reject the Amendment by at least a four- 
fifths majority. 
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Mr. RAWLINSON (Cambridge Uni- 
versity) said he had not had the ad- 
vantage of being a scholar in a voluntary 
school, but if he had been he hoped he 
should have had more loyalty to his school 
than the hon. Member for West Bromwich 
had. As it was always impossible, in the 
case of voting, to exhaust the electorate, it 
was most unfair to the voluntary schools to 
insist upon a four-fifths majority of the 
parents of the children on the school 
register. Another argument in favour of 
the Amendment was that the ballot was 
only a preliminary step. If the four-fifths 
majority was secured it had to be followed 
by an inquiry by the local authority 
to decide whether the facilities asked for 
should be granted. If the parents knew 
that by registering their vote they would 
be able to secure what they wanted, 
they might possibly take the trouble 
to vote, but the ballot was only a pre- 
liminary step to the inquiry. He thought 
they ought to accept the Amendment 
and make the number a reasonable one. 
Was the clause put in with the intention 
of assisting the Anglican schools or not ? 
Was it simply put in for the purpose of 


assisting one particular class of de- 
nominational schools, namely, those of 


the Roman Catholics? He did not 
wish to attribute motives,-but he be- 
lieved there were Nonconformists in 
this Eouse who had voted for Clause 4 
with the intention of admitting Roman 
Catholics and excluding Anglicans. 
That was the effect of putting in the 
condition as to the four-fifths majority, 
and he maintained that it was not right 
that such a preference should be given 
to one class of denominational schools 
while it was denied to another. The 
Anglicans had few votes, and perhaps 
hon. Gentlemen opposite thought that 
they did not deserve fair treatment at 
their hands. 


*Sir PSILIP MAGNUS (London Uni- 
versity) expressed the hope that the 
Government would accept the Amend- 
ment. There could be no logical reason 
for four-fifths rather than three-fifths 
or any other number. He had no doubt 
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that the retention of the four-fifths limit 
would seriously affect the schools belong- 
ing to the Anglican Church. Not only 
so, but it would affect adversely de- 
nominational schools generally. They 
had repeatedly heard from the President 
of the Board of Education and others on 
the Ministerial Benches that they did 
not intend this clause to be a sham, but 
that they wished it to be a real assistance 
to persons holding denominational views. 
If that was so, it was desirable that they 
should not insist on the 80 per cent. 
majority. Any hard and fast line must 
be objectionable. Why should they 
grant extended facilities to a school in 
which there were 80 per cent. of the 
children whose parents desired them, and 
refuse them to one in which they were 
desired by 79 per cent.? It was surely far 
better to leave the matter to the judgment 
of the local authority. He appealed to the 
Government to accept the principle of 
the Amendment, and not leave it to 
another place to do it for them. [Mun- 
ISTERIAL cries of “Oh.”] It was abso- 
lutely certain that this Bill would never 
become an Act with this four-fifths 
clause. It was an_ illogical proposition 
which could not be defended. Such a 
clause would never find a place in a 
measure that was carefully considered 
by thetwo Houses of Parliament. It was 
incredible that a Government endowed 
with common-sense should draw a 
clause of this kind, considering all the 
strong reasons against it. There was a 
sub-section in the clause which rendered 
it quite easy for a local authority to take 
the circumstances of a school into con- 
sideration, and to decide whether a case 
had been made out for granting special 
facilities. What would happen if facili- 
ties were not granted? If 79 per cent. 
of the children required these facilities, 
they would not be able to obtain them 
if 21 per cent. required another kind of 
religious teaching. Surely this was not 
an example of what the President of the 
Board of Education meant when he said 
that minorities must suffer, for here the 
majority would suffer, because a hard 
and fast line could not be reached. 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 265; Noe 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Evelyn Cecil and Mr. 
Bridgeman. 


Education had made to them. Their 
object was to make this ugly foundling, 
this creature of a Bill, into something 
like fair shape. 
told that this clause was an attempt 
to do justice in special and exceptional 


The House had been 
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circumstances. When they were in- 
sisting on the right of the Anglican 
Church for special facilities which they 
considered to be the barest justice, 
hon. Gentlemen opposite were constantly 
saying that the concessions made to them 
were so generous as to be almost dange- 
rous. Now what he asked for, and wha* 
the Amendmment which he proposed 
demanded, was justice all round. Why 
should security be taken only for the 
minority that was contented with 
Cowper-Temple instruction, and why 
should complete neglect be shown for 
the legitimate interest and rights of the 
minority who desired religious instruc- 
tion of another character? If special 
facilities were given to Roman Catholics 
and Jews under Clause 4, only when 
there was security that provision was 
made for a minority who were content 
with Cowper-Temple teaching, why 
should not, by parity of reason, equal 
rights be given to other communions who 
desired facilities of the same kind for 
imparting religious instruction of a 
special, but different, character? What 
he wanted, by proposing the Amendment 
standing in his name, was even-handed 
justice. What they had asked for, from the 
beginning of these discussions, was even- 
handed justice all round, and here they 
proved the sincerity of that demand, by 
not asking for any extension of the 
facilities under Clause 4, but by asking 
that the Government should prove their 
sincerity by allowing to the minority 
an equal right to have its religious 
principles taught, whether that minority 
belonged to those who sympathised with 
Cowper-Templeism or to any section 
of the Anglican Church, or to the 
Church of Rome. Whatever section it 
belonged to, if it conscientiously insisted 
that religious instruction in a distinct, 
definite and dogmatic form should be 
given to its children, it ought to have its 
demand granted. He thought that this 
Amendment was one which the right 
hon. Gentleman the President and the 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary of the 
Board of Education would have some 
difficulty in resisting. The right hon. 
Gentleman said he had attempted to 
introduce what he called justice by these 
special facilities. They were content to 
accept that which was, in their opinion, a 
small measure of justice, but still, as far as 


Sir Henry Craik. 
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it went, a substantial measure of justice ; 
and they now asked that the same liberty 
of conscience and the same evenhanded 
justice which they asked for themselves, 
should be granted to the minority to 
whatever section of religious belief that 
minority belonged, and whether they 
belonged to the now dominant section 
represented by the hon. Member for 
Louth, or to that section which was so 
well represented below the Gangway. He 
begged to move his Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In 3, line 21, to leave out from the 
word ‘ that,’ to end of line 24, and insert the 
words ‘suitable provision is made for the reli- 
gious instruction of children attending the 
school whose parents desire for them facilities 
for religious instruction of a different 
character.’”—(Sir Henry Cratk.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Sm W. ROBSON said the hon. 
Member had stated that he proposed 
to move an Amendment different in 
character from those which had hitherto 
been moved from his side of the House 
in regard to Clause 4, and he certainly 
made good that assertion, for his Amend- 
ment was apparently directed to destroy- 
ing the denominational atmosphere in 
the school that would be set up under 
Clause 4. (Sir Henry Craik: No, no.] 
The hon. Member thought not. But 
he would invite him to consider what 
was the effect of the Amendment, as 
the very essence of the four-fifths provision 
would be to give to a particular denomina- 
tion the exclusive control of religious 
education in a particular school. He 
had always understood that that was 
the essential and valuable feature of 
Clause 4, but now the hon. Member 
suggested that there should be something 
in the nature of all round facilities. 


*Sir HENRY CRAIK said he had made 
no such proposal, and had suggested 
nothing of the kind. He suggested that 
there should be some provision not in 
the school, but in the neighbourhood 
for religious instruction either under the 
Cowper-Temple clause, or of a special, 
though different, cha-a>ter 
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Si W. ROBSON said he was not 
dealing with the hon. Member's 
speech but with his Amendment, which 
was perfectly clear. In effect, under it 
the whole of subsection (b) which related 
to alternative accommodation was to 
be dropped out, and instead of that sub- 
section there was to be adopted this 
subsection which the hon. Member pro- 
posed, under which even the minority in 
a school would have their own particular 
religion taught. He did not know 
what construction the hon. Member put 
upon his Amendment, but he could say 
with tolerable confidence what construc- 
tion a Court of law would put upon it. 
It was a provision for minority teaching 


of a denominational character in the 


school itself, and this was what was some- 
times called “all-round facilities” and 
at other times “the right of entry.” He 
could not understand the hon. Gentleman 
appealing to the Roman Catholics in 
the matter, because his Amendment 
would deprive that denomination of 
the religious atmosphere which they 
sought to obtain. If the Amendment 
were agreed to Roman Catholics would be 
pledged to have suitable provision in 
their schools for all the other denomina- 
tions who desired it, and that was not 
what the hon. Member for Waterford 
and his friends desired. Apparently the 
words of the Amendment did not exactly 
express what the hon. Member for 
Glasgow University desired, but they 
had to deal with it as it stood. In this 
form the Government could not accept 
the Amendment. 


Lorp R. CECIL said the Solicitor- 
General had taken a somewhat narrow 
view of the Amendment which had been 
proposed in order to avoid the con- 
fusion involved in the provisions in 
regard to accommodation laid down 
in the Bill. Its object was to 
avoid sending the minority to another 
school. By the subsection in the Bill 
before Clause 4 could operate there must 
be another school to which the minority 
could go. That was not a just principle. 
All the Government were bound to do 
was to see that the minority children were 
not unfairly treated, that no one’s 
conscience was hurt. It was not fair to 
say that a new school should be built 
for a small minority of less than one- 
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fifth. The Amendment deserved far 
more consideration than had been given 
to it by the Solicitor-General. 


Sir E. CARSON (Dublin University) 
could not conceive anything fairer, where 
the majority were to reap the rights given 
under Clause 4, than that the minority 
children, instead of being driven to a far 
distant school, should have suitable reli- 
gious teaching provided in the school 
itself. The Solicitor-General had said 
that this Amendment would be impractic- 
able, but did he know that it was exactly 
the Government system in Ireland which 
he himself was now supporting? In 
some parts of Ireland the children were 
nearly all Catholics, in other parts 
nearly all Protestant, but the Govern- 
ment did not leave the minority 
children in a district absolutely with- 
out any religous instruction at all. 
They provided them with facilities. 
A minister of religion or some person 
approved by the Protestant community 
went to the school at stated times and 
gave religious instruction. Similar facili- 
ties were granted to Catholic minorities 
in the North of Ireland. Was not that a 
far more practical method than that 
proposed in the Bill, which said to the 
majority that they could have the school 
to themselves and to the minority that 
they must find school accommodation 
elsewhere? By the Bill they were going 
to dissociate children of different denomi- 
nations and place them in separate 
schools. It would be far better to allow 
the children to be separated for the 
purposes of religious instruction and to 
meet together for secular instruction. 
Then they would grow up together 
good ‘friends and would not be divided 
into two camps. This was a reasonable 
Amendment from the point of view of 
convenience and economy, and it would 
enable them to bring up the children 
without intolerance. 


*Srr WILLIAM ANSON thought 
the Solicitor-General had misrepresented 
the character of the Amendment. What 
his hon. friend wanted was that some 
provision should be made for the religious 
instruction of children who did not 
desire special facilities under the four- 
fifths clause, either on the school premises 
or elsewhere. This proposal made not 
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only for good fellowship among the 
children of the‘ various denominations, 
but also for economy, and it greatly 
facilitated the operation of Clause 
4. Under Clause 4 different schools were 
required. But in that case they had to 
consider the provision of accomodation 
not only with regard to the distance of 
the children from the school but also with 
regard to the age of the children. It 
might happen that a local inquiry would 
show that owing to the tender age of 
the children for whom facilities were not 
desired, and for whom, therefore, as the 
clause now stood there was no accom- 
modation in their own school at these 
times, there was practically no accom- 
modation at all owing to the distance 
they were from the other school, while 
a year later when the children were older 
this distance might be no objection. 
Under this Amendment it would not be 
necessary to find other school accommo- 
dation. The children would get their 
secular teaching together and would be 
separated only for the purposes of religious 
instruction. Moreover, the proposal in 
the Bill destroyed the secrecy of the 
ballot, for in the process of the inquiry 
into the question of school accommo- 
dation they would ascertain who had 
voted for extended facilities and who 
had not. He believed the Government 
honestly desired that the clause should 
work for the mitigation of the hardships 
the Bill would create, and he urged 
them favourably to consider an Amend- 
ment that would assist the object 
of the clause. The question of school 
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the yaatter, and should be dealt 
with in a liberal spirit by the Min- 
ister for Education. Members were 
now speaking under the shadow of 
the guillotine, and he knew the 
right hon. Gentleman had produced 
at the last moment an Amendment 
which would to some extent meet 
some of the hardships involved in this 
matter. But like so much that had 
happened in the course of the Bill, the 
Government had altered, improved or 
worsened its intention at the last moment, 
and when no opportunity was afforded for 
consideration. The whole history of this 
Bill had been one of large, imperfect, and 
novel clauses introduced, amended, and 
in some cases guillotined, without the 
possibility of discussion. They were 
here face to face with a clause which 
endeavoured to meet one of the most 
crying injustices of the Bill, and he 
urged the Government even at this 
late hour favourably to consider an 
Amendment that would assist the object 
of the clause. 


Stir THOMAS ESMONDE said he was 
not certain that the right hon. Gentle- 
man quite appreciated the effect of this 
Amendment upon the children of Roman 
Catholics in a school in which they were 
in a minority, and he hoped as full 
consideration as possible would be given 
to the Amendment. 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 324; Noes, 
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O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Hare, Patrick 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend 
Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts, 8. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East 
Smith, F. E.(Liverpool, Walton 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Smyth, Thomas F.(Leitrim,S.) 
Starkey, John R. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf’d Univ 
Thomson, W.Mitchell-( Lanark 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Warde, Col. C. E.(Kent, Mid) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R, 
Wyndhan, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
- Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 
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Amendment proposed. 

“In page 3, line 23, after the word ‘ the,’ to 
insert the word ‘ other.’”—(Mr. Birrell.) 

Question, “‘ That the word‘ other’ be 
inserted in the Bill,” put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“«In page 3, lines 23 and 24, to leave out the 
words ‘whose parents do not desire those 
facilities,” and insert the words ‘ Provided that 
a child shall not be reckoned in the number of 
children for whom accommodation is required 
if the parent of the child saows at the inquiry 
that he does not require that accommodation 
for his child, and that no vote has been given 
at the ballot in respect of the child.’”—(Mr. 
Birrell.) 


Question “That the words proposed 
to be left out stand part of the Bill,” put, 
and negatived. 





Proposed words inserted. 


Sir HENRY CRAIK said that they 
had been assured by the Secretary to the 
Board of Education that a teacher who 
refused to give the religious instruction 
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would be got ridof. He therefore thought 
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that it would be better to face the 
difficulty now and provide that the local 
authority should appoint a teacher who 
was willing to give the religious instruc- 
tion provided for under this section. 
The object of the Amendment he desired 
to move was to secure that the teachers 
appointed in these schools should be fit to 
do their work. If the section was to be 
a reality it could only be made so in this 
way. 


Mr. REMNANT (Finsbury, Holborn) 
seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 28, at the end, to insert the 
words ‘if a vacancy arise in the office of teacher, 
the local education authority shall, in choo-ing 
the teacher, appoint a teacher who is willing 
to give the religious instruction permitted 
under this section.’”—(Sir Henry Craik.) 


Question put, “ That those words be 
there inserted in the Bill.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 154 ; Noes, 
332. (Division List No. 266.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope | Cullinan, J. 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH. | 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred | 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J.(CityLond) | 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George | 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) | 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Beach, Hn. Michael Hugh!Hicks | 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Benn, W.(T’wrHamlets, S.Geo. | 
Boland, John | Fell, Arthur 
Bowles, G. Stewart | Ffrench, Peter 
Boyle, Sir Eiward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Kt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. . 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) | 
Coates, E. Feetham (Lewisham | 
Cochrane, Hon. ‘Thos. H. A. E. | 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Crean, Eugene 


Duncan, Robert 


Fletcher, J. S. 


Ginnell, L. 
Halpin, J. 
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Craik, Sir Henry 
Crossley, William J. 


Delany. William 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon 
| Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duffy, William J. 


Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Farrell, James Patrick 


| Finch, Rt. Hon. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 


Haddock, George R. 


Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hammond, John 

Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Helmsley, Viscount 

| Hervey, F.W.F. (BuryS.Edm’ds 
Craig, Chas.Curtis (Antrim, S.) | Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 


Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh. ) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hogan, Michael 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hunt, Rowland 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir HenrySeymour(Hull) 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Lockwood, Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Dublin,S 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh,Charles(Donegal, E. 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) } 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A 

Murphy, John 

Nield, Herbert 

Nolan, Joseph 


(Lanark,Govan 


George H. 
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(’ Brien, Kendal (TipperaryMid 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, Philip 

O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O'Hare, Patrick 

O’Kelly, James,(Roscommon,N. 
O’Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Parker,SirGilbert (Gravesend) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike (Darlington 
Percy, Earl 


Education (England 





Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, Jobn Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, J. Emmott (Somerset) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, Sir J. Williams (Devonp’t 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W.(Bedfordshire) 
BoltonT. D. (Derbyshire, N.E.) 
Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J.#. L.(Lanes. , Leigh 
Brunner, Sir John T, (Cheshire) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 





Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
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Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W.i(Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith,F. E. (Liverpool, Walton 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Smyth,Thomas F. (Leitrim,S. ) 
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Sullivan, Donal 
TalbotRt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv.) 
Thomson, W. Mitchell- (Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Waldron, Laurence A mLrose 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York, E.R., 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart. 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 
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‘TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 





Starkey, John R. 


NOES. 


Buxton, Rt.Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cameron, Robert 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard K. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, SirH.J.S. - 

Craig, Herbert J.(Tynemouth) 
Crombie, John William 
Crosfield, A. H. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, David(MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 
Duncan,C.(Barrow-in-Furness ) 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon: John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 


Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gardner,Col. Alan(Hereford,S. 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall, Frederick 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr Tydvil 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B.(Wore’r) 
HarmsworthR. L.(Caithn’ss-sh 
Hart- Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Heuary, Charles S. 

Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon. 8.‘ 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, Charles KE. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William ney 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 





Faber, G. H. (Boston) 


Illingworth, Percy H. 





1309 


Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jackson, R. S. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A.Levy (Essex,Harwich 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
LLlovd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs) 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William 

M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks,G.Croydon (Launceston) 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Chas. N. (Doncaster) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 


And, it being after half-past Ten of the 
clock, Mr. Speaker proceeded, pursuant 
to the Order of the House of the 18th 
June, to put forthwith the Questions 
upon the Amendments proposed by the 
Government of which notice had been 


given, 


Education (England 
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Nuttall, Harry 

O’Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, J.Wynford(Pem broke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Price, Robert John (Norfolk, E. ) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.E.B.( Bradford, E. ) 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell(Scarboro’ ) 
Rees, J. D. 


Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th) 
Richards,T.F.(Wolverhampt’n) 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E.(Dundee) 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott(Bradfrd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
‘Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
- Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, SirC E. (Manchester) 
Scott, A. H.(AshtonunderLyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 





Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh. 
Steadman, W. C. 
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Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, A stin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, SirEdward(Salisbury) 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr) 
Thomasson, Franklin 

Thom pson,J.W.H.(Somerset E. 
Thorne, William 

Tillett, Louis John 
Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Vivian, Henry 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent 
Ward,W. Dudley (Southamp’ta 
Wardle, George J. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williamson, A. 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Hon. C. H. W. (Hull, W. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. 
J. A. Pease. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ In page 5, line 3, at the end, to insert the 
words ‘ An appeal under this section shall not 
be entertained unless it is made before the 
first day of January nineteen hundred and 
eizht.’”—(Mr, Birrell.) 
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be made,” 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Perey 

Allen, A.Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt. Hn. HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, JosephE.(Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow,John Emmott 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Beck, A, Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, SirJ.Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’ wr Hamlets,S.Geo. ) 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H. (Essex,Romford) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. (Bedfordshire 
Bolton, T. D. (Derbyshire,N.E. 
Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J.F.L. (Lancs.,Leigh) 
Brunner, Sir John T. (Cheshire) 
Bryce, Rt.Hn.James(Aberdeen 
Bryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn) 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas, 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cameron, Robert 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 


Education (England 
Question put, “ That the Amendment 
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AYES. 


Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J.(S.PancrasW. 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett,C.H.(Sussex,E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crombie, John William 
Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, David (MontgomeryCo 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St. Pancras,N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. His. Sir Charles 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney | 
Everett, R. Lacey ' 

Faber, G. H. (Boston) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gardner, Col. Alan(Hereford,S. 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall, Frederick 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B, (Worc’r) 
Harmsworth, RL. (Caithn’ss-sh 
Hart- Davies, T. 
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The House divided :—Ayes, 341 ; Noes, 
157. (Division List No. 267). 


Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles 8S. 

Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon., S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset, N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardnei 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hutton, Alfred Eddison 
Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jackson, R. 8. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor(Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. | 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy(Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W.H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(Falkirk B’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William 

M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Nu:thauta) 
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Marks, G. Croydon(Launceston 
Marnhan, F, J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncast’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, SirW, D. (Colchester) 
Perks, Kobert William 
Philipps, J. Wynford(Pem broke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, Robert John(Norfolk, E.) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E. 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, WalterRussell (Scarboro 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, Thos. W. (Monm’th) 
Richards, T .F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 





Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland-Hood,Rt.Hn.SirAlex F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, RtHn.A.J.(CityLond.) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Beach, Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Boland, John 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W, Clive 
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Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Rt. Hn. E. (Dundee 
Robertson, Sir G.Scott(Bradf’d 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, SirC.E.(Manchester) 
Scott, A. H.(AshtonunderLyne 
Sears, J. E. 
Seaverns, J. H. 
Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 
Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Stanley, Ha. A Lyulph(Ch 

ley, A.L (Chesh. 
Sisaicen. Ww. rin . , 
Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. 8. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 
‘Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Sir Edward (Salisbury 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 


NOES. 


Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Hen 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J. M. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates, E. Feetham(Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
re Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 
Delany, William 


B 
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Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson, J.W.H.(SomersetE. 
Thorne, William 

Tillett, Louis John 

Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Vivian, He: 

Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Ward, W. Dudley(Southamptn 
Wardle, George J. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk, 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire' 
White, Luke (York, E. R..; 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan’ 
Williamson, A. 

Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, Hon.C.H.W. (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton; 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse, SirJT.(Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FoR THE AyES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


Dixon-HartlandSirFredDixon 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farrell, James Patric 

Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Ffrench, Peter 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, J. 8: 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Ginnell, 

Haddock, George R. 

Halpin, J. 





Hamilton, Marquess of 
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Hammond, John 

Hardy, Laurence(Kent, Ashford 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh. 
Hills, J. W. 

Hogan, Michael 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hunt, Rowland 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir HenrySeymour(Hull 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Law, Hugh A .(Donegal, W.) 
Lodkneel Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,S. 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lundon, W. 

Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, 8) 
MaeVeigh, Charles(Donegal,E. 
M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 


Amendment proposed— 


Birrell.)—instead thereof. 


Education (England 
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Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmortn 
Mooney, J. J. 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murhpy, John 

Nield, Herbert 

Nolan, Joseph 

O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid) 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Doherty, Philip 

O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Hare, Patrick 

O’Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, Sir Gilbert(Gravesend) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy. Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson, John Frederick Peel 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
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Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts,S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall) 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Smith, AbelH. (Hertford,East) 
Smith, F.E. (Liverpool, Walton) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Smyth, Thomas F.(Leitrim,S.) 
Starkey, John R. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C.E. Howard 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley( York, E.R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Forster and Mr. Pike 
Pease. 


Question put, “ That the Amendment 


“In page 9, line 23, to leave out the word | be made.” 
‘nine’ and insert the word ‘ten, ”—(Mr. 


The House divided : Ayes, 330; Noes 155. (Division List, No. 268). 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland(Christchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith,Rt. Hn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. ~ 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 

Barlow, JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 


Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 

Reck, A. Cecil 

— Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 
Wil 


Benn, SirJ. Williams(Devonp’rt 





AYES. 


Benn, W. (T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. (Bedfordshire 
Bolton, T. D. (Derbyshire, N.E. 
Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner,J, F.L.(Lanes., Leigh) 
Brunner, Sir John T. (Cheshire) 
Bryce,Rt.Hn. James(Aberdeen 
Bryce, J.A. (InvernessBurghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn. SydneyCharles 





Byles, William Pollard 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, Sir T.Glen( Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J.(S.Pancras,W 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C.H. (SussexE.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crombie, John William 
Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 

Dalziel, Jan.es Henry 
Davies, David{ MontgomeryCo. } 
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Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy ( m) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 
Duckworth, James 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Plibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edwatd 
Erskine, David C. 

Essex, R. W. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton,’ Hugh 

Gardner, Col. Alan(Hereford,S.) 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Glover, Thomas 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall, Frederick 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie, J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r’ 
Harmsworth, R. L‘Caithn’ss-sh 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Col. Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jackson, R. 8S. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 


Education (England 
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Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb. Edmund G. (Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lehmann, R. C 

Lever, A. Levy(Essex,Harwich 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 
Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M. (Falkirk Bghs 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, William 

M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks, G. Croydon(Launceston 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 

Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncas’tr 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson,Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Perks, Robert William 
Philipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
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Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.E.B.(Bradford,E. ) 
Radford, G. H. 
Rainy, A, Rolland 
Raphael, Herbert H. 
Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Rees, J. D. 
Richards, Thos. (W. Monm’th.) 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mptn 
Richardson, A. 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridsdale, E. A. 
Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott(Bradfrd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, 8. 
Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Rose, Charles Day 
Rowlands, J. 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, SirC. E.(Manchester) 
Scott, A. H.(AshtonunderLyne 
Sears, J. E. 
Seaverns, J. H. 
Seely, Major B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh, 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D, (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, Sir Edward(Salisbury 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H. (Somerset, E) 
Thorne, William 

Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 


C25 
a 





Pirie, Duncan V. 
Pollard, Dr. 
Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 





Johnson, John (Gateshead) 


Price, Robert John (Norfolk, E. 


Vivian, Henry 

‘ Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
| Wallace, Robert 

| Walters, John Tudor 
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Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Anson,Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hon.SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour,Rt. HnA.J.(City Lond. 
Banbury, Sir FrederickGeorge 
Banner, John 8. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon.Guy (Winchester 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 

Beach, Hn.Michael Hugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Boland, John 

Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt. Hn. VictorC. W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Coates, E. Feetbam(Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duffy, William J. ~ 

Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Gov’n 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Ffrench, Peter 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 


Amendments made— 


“In page 10, line 33, at end add, ‘ During 
the time between the passing of this Act and 
the first day of January nineteen hundred and 
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White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williamson, A. 

Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, HonC.H.W. (Hull, W.) 


NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Henry William 
Ginnell, L. 

Haddock, George R. 

Halpin, J. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hammond, John 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hill, HenryStaveley(Staff’sh. ) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hogan, Michael 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Keswick, William 

King,Sir Henry Seymour(Hull) 
Lane- Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Long, Col.CharlesW( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Dublins. 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Lundon, W. 5 
Lyttelton, Rt. Hon. Alfred 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh,Charles(Vonegal, E. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Killop, W. 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F.. (Windsor) 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Meysey-Thomson, E. C. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Mooney, J. J. 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Murphy, John 

Nield, Herbert 

Nolan, Joseph 

O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid) 
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Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 


O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Hare, Patrick 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P, J. 
Parker,Sir Gilbert (Gravesend 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts, 8. (Sheffield, Ecclesall 
Ropner, Colonel Sir Robert 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W.(Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, F. E.(Liverpool, Walton 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Smyth,Thomas F. (Leitrim, 8.) 
Starkey, John R. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C.E. Howard 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson,A.Stanley (York,E. R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart- 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


| aig the owners of the schoolhouse of an 
existing voluntary school shall furnish to the 
local education authority any information 


uire as 
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in the case of a case of aschool held under 
charitable trusts, as to the nature of the trusts 
and the contents of the trust deeds (if any).’” 
—Mr. Birrell.) ‘ 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 

“In page 10, line 33, at end, add, ‘(5) No 
child shall be reckoned, for the purposes of the 
provisions of this Part of this Act relating to 
extended facilities and appeals with respect to 
the mode of giving extended facilities, as a 
child attending a school unless the child has 
attended the school with due regularity for at 
Jeast six months, in accordance with the code 


{25 JuLy 1906} 
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of Minutes of the Board of Education for the 
time being in force in respect to public elemen- 
tary schools, and if any question arises whether 
a child has attended a school for the purpose 
of those provisions, that question shall be 
decided 
Birrel 


2.) 
Question put, ‘That the Amendment 
be made.” 


by the Board of Education,’ —Mr. 


9 


The House divided: Ayes 
Noes 102. (Division List No. 269.) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy 

Allen, A. Acland(Uhristchurch) 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Astbury, John Meir 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Baker, Joseph A. (Finsbury, E.) 
Balfour, Ro (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, John 
Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Beck, ‘A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, SirJ. Williams(Devonp’rt 
Senn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S$.Geo. 
Derridge, T. H. D. 

wertram, Julius 
Bethell, J.H. (Essex, Romford) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W. (Bedfordshire 
Boland, John 
Bolton,T.D.(Derbyshire, N.E.) 
Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford : 
Brunner, J. F. L.(Lancs., Leigh 
Brunner, Sir John T. (Cheshire) 
Bryce,Rt.Hn.James(Aberdeen 
Bryce,J.A.(InvernessBurghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley 0. 





Burns, Rt. Hon. John 


AYES 


Burt, Rt.Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 

Carr-Gomn, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn. RichardKnight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard | 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 
Coats,SirT.Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J(S.Pancras, W. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett,CH(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, David(Montgomery Co. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) § 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol,S.) 
Delany, William 

Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin(Wa)saJ] 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Essex, R. W. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney — 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Ffrench, Peter 
Findlay,{Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gardner, Col. Alan(Hereford,S.) 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. ‘ 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall, Frederick 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil | 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B.(Wore’r) 
Harmsworth,R.L.(Caithn’ss-sh 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbysmre) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) ' 
Henry, Char!°s S. 
Herbert,ColonelTvor(Mon.,S.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
—— Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N. 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 4 





Hudson, Walter 
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Hyde, Clarendon 
[llingworth, Percy H. 
Isaace, “ea Daniel 
Jackson, R. S 

Jacoby, ‘James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 
Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones,SirD. Brynmor(Swansea) 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Tones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyee, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 
Lamb,EdmundG.(Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.)} 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A.Levy(Essex,Harwich 
Lever, W.H.(Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H, B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald,J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E. 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks,G.Croydon( Launceston 
Marnhan, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. a 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes,F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George ,., , 


Education (England 





{COMMONS} 


Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, C. J. if Walworth) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Hare, Patrick 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shavghnessy, P. J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Philipps,J.Wynford(Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C.E.(Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price, RobertJohn(Norfolk, E.) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.E.B.(Bradford, E. 
Rainy, A. Holland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russeil (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russel] (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt'n 
Richerdson, A. : 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. ( Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Sir G. Scott(Bradf’d 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H.(Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L.(Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, SirC. E.(Manchester) 
Scott,A.H.(AshtonunderLyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David Jamcs 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. ot B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Dani 

Shipman, Dr Dr. John G. 

£ ilcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
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Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth,Thomas F. (Leitrim, S.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 
Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxtsth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant,SirEdward(Salisbury 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas,SirA.(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, E 
Thorne, William 

Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Vivian, Henry 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walten, Sir John L. (Lees, 8.) 
Welton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward.Jobn (Stoke upon Trent) 
Wardle, George J. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Wason,JohnCatheert(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josizh C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dunbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York. E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williamson, A. 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, Hon.C. H. W. (Hull, W. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T(Huddersf‘d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 
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Acland- Hood, RtHnSirAlex.F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther-Grey, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Hn.SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, RtHn.A.J.(CityLond ) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon. Guy( Winchester) 
Beach, Hn.Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 

Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hon. VictorC W 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Clynes, J. R. 

Coates, E.Feetham (Lewisham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Craig, Charles Curtis (Antrim,S. 
Craik, Sir Henry 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFred Dixon 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt.Hon. A. Akers- 





Amendments made— 


“In page 11, lines 9, 10, and 11, to leave out 


{25 JuLy 1996} 

NOES. 

Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 

Faber, George Denison (York) 

Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 

Fletcher, J. S. 

Haddock, George R. 

Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashford 

Harrison-Broadley, Col. H.B. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 

Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 

Hill, Sir Clement(Shrewsbury) 

Hill, HenryStaveiey(Staff’sh. ) 

Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 

Hunt, Rowland 

Keswick, William 

King,SirHenrySeymour(Hull) 

Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich 

Lockwood,Rt.Hn. Lt.-Col.A.R. 

Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 

Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Dublin,S. 

Lowe, Sir Francis William 

Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 

Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 

Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 

Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Nield, Herbert 

Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 

Parkes, Ebenezer 





(Mr. Birrell.) 


and Wales) Bill. 1326 


Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
Remnant James Farquharson 
Roberts, S.(Sheffield, Ecclesall 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East 
Smith, F.E.(Liverpool, Walton) 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D.(Strand) 
Starkey, Jobn R. 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’d Univ. 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C.B. Stuart. 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOk THE NoOEs— 
Mr. Forster and Marquess 
of Hamilton. 


tion Acts, the Local Government Board.’ ’- 


the words ‘ or duty in connection with the en- 
gagement, dismissal, and salaries of teachers,’ 
and to insert the words ‘ to engage, dismixs, or 
fix the salary of a teacher.’”—(Mr. Birrell.) 


“In page 11, line 11, after the word 
‘teachers,’ to insert the words ‘or of making 
wrangements under this Act for the use 
of the schoolhouses of voluntary schools, or 
of affording or withdrawing facilities under 
this Act for the giving of religious instruction 
of some special character’ ; in line 13, to leave 
out the words ‘this or’; in page 13, line 14, 
ww leave out Sub-section (10).”—(Mr. Birrell.) 


“In page 14, lines 6 and 7, to leave out the 
words ‘ with the consent of the Board of Edu- 
ration’ ; in line 8, after the word ‘ appropriate,’ 
to insert the words ‘with the consent of the 
Board of Education’; in line 13, after the 
word ‘ appropriate,’ to insert the words ‘ with 
the consent of the Board of Education’; in 
line 17, at end to insert the words ‘and (iii) 
xppropriate with the consent of the Local 
Government Board for any of the pur of 
the Education Acts any land acquired by them 
otherwise than in their capatity as local educa- 
lion authority’; in line 18, leave out the 
word ‘either’ and insert the word ‘ any’ ; 
in line 24, after the word ‘Education,’ to 
insert the words ‘or in the ease of land 
appropriated under this section and not 
acquired for any of the purposes of the Educa- 





* In page 15, line 14, at end, to insert the 
words ‘or to any joint body established under 
Section 52 of the Elementary Education Act, 
1870, or otherwise established by two or more 
local authorities’; in line 16, after the word 
‘contrary,’ to insert the words ‘or any pro- 
visions to the contrary which have been 
approved by the Local Government Board are 
contained in the scheme or instrument estab- 
lishing the committee or body’; in line 17, 
after the word ‘ committee,’ to insert the words 
‘or body ;’ in line 18, to leave out the words 
‘provisions as to audit,’ and to insert the 
words ‘enactments relating to the audit of 
the accounts of local education authorities ’ ; 
in line 19, after the word ‘provisions,’ to 
insert the words ‘of those enactments.’ ”— 
(Mr. Birrell.) 

“In page, 16, line 23, after the word 
‘Powers’ to insert the words ‘and duties’; 
in line 26, after the word ‘schools’ to insert 
the word ‘ vacation’ ; in line 27, leave out. ‘in 
schoohoases ’ ; in line 29, after ‘ prescribe,’ 
insert ‘in the schoolhouse or in some other 
suitable place in the vicinity, so tar as the 
local education authority in the case of a 
schoolhouse or place not belonging to them 
can obtain for the purpose the use of the 
school-house or place’; line 30, at beginning, 
insert ‘the duty to provide for the medical 
inspection of children before or at the time of 
their admission to a public elementary school, 
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and on such other occasions as the Board of 
Education direct, and the. ’”—(Mr Birrell.) 


“In page 17, to leave out lines 12 to 18, in- 
clusive ; in line 23, at end, to insert ‘ and that 
provision shall be made by the Order in 
Council, so far as is srasiiaatie for the repre- 
sentation of minorities in the number of repre- 
sentatives appointed by the council of each 
county and each county borough, and on an 
executive committee appointed by the council, 
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Amendment proposed to the Bill, in 
page 17, line 27, after the word “to,” to 
insert the words “the provisions of this 
section and to.”—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Question put, “That the Amendment 
be made.” 


in the proportion so far as possible of at least 
one in three. ’”—(Mr. Iloyd-George.) 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 

Abraham, William (Rhondda) 

Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland 

Agnew, George William 

Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Alden, Percy 

Allen,A. Acland(Christchurch) 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Astbury, John Meir 

Atherley-Jones, L. 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 

Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 

Barker, John 

Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 

Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S. Geo. 

Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell,J.H.(Essex, Romford) 

Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) } 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 

Black, ArthurW.(Bedfordshire) 

Boland, John 

Bolton,T.D.(Derbyshire,N.E.) 

Bottomley, Horatio 

Boulton, A. C. F. (Ramsey) 
“Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. - 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J. F. L. (Lancs, Leigh 

Brunner, Sir John T. (Cheshire) 

Bryce,Rt. Hn. James( Aberdeen 

Bryce, J.A. (Inverness Burghs) 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 

Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 

Buxton, Rt.Hn.Sydney Charles 

Byles, William Pollar¢ 





The 





AYES 


Cairns, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Causton, Rt.Hn. RichardKnight 

Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 

Channing, Francis Allston 

Cheetham, John Frederick 

Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Clynes, J. R. 

Coats, SirT.Glen!(Renfrew, W.) 

Cobbold, Felix Thornlev 

Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 

Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 

Condon, Tho mas Joseph 

Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett,C.H.(Sussex, E.Griust’d 

Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cotton, Sir H. J. S. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. - 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, David (MontgomeryCo. 

Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 

Davies, M. Vaughan (Cardigan 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 

Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 

Delany, William 

Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 

Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 

Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 

Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 

Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 

Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 

Dunne, Major E. Martin( Walsall 

Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 

Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 

Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 

Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R. W. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Farrell, James Patrick 

Fenwick, Charles 


House 





divided :— Ayes 380; 


Noes 100. (Division List No. 270.) 


Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Ffrench, Peter 

Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 
Gardner,Col. Alan( Hereford,S. 
Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall, Frederick 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Lewis 
Hardie,J.Keir(Merthyr Tydvil) 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worc’r) 
Harmsworth, R. L.(Caithn’ss-sh 
Hart-Davies, T. ’ 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, ColonelIvor(Mon.,S.) 
Higham, John Sh 

Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Holland, Sir William Henry 
Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardner 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jackson, R, S. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 
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Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 

Jones, SirD. Brynmor(S wansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kiocaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, EdmundG. (Leominster) 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy (Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hn. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M. (Falkirk B’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 

Macnamara, Dr. Thomas uv. 
Macpherson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, s. 
MacVeigh,Charles(Donegal, E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallett, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks,G.Croydon(Launceston 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthea 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, Johu 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bazs2tlaw 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,CharlesN. (Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
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Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid} 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.: 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Doherty, Philip 

O’Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

UO’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Hare, Patrick 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, SirW.D. (Colchester) 
Philipps, J. Wynford(Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh,Central) 
Price, RobertJohn( Norfolk, E.) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.E.B.(Bradford,E. 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Richards, T. F. (Wolverh’mptn 
Richardson, ‘A 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, SirG.Scott(Bradf’rd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J, 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, S.M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton-under- Lyne 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 
Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 


Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
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Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim,S. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph (Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kenda., 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radclifte) 
Tennant, Sir Edward(Salisbury 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Thomasson, Franklin 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, F 
Thorne, William 

Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, Sir A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Vivian, Henry 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Rovert 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John (Stoke upon Trent) 
Ward,W.Dudley(Southampt’s 
Wardle, George J. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan* 
Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney _ 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williamson, A. 

Wills, Arthur Walters 
Wilson, Hon.C. H.W.(Hull, W. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 
Woodhouse,SirJ:T.(Huddersf’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease, 
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Anson, Sir William|Reynell 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn. SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt Hn. A.J.(City Lond. 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8S. Harmood- 
Baring. Hon. Guy(Winchester 
Beach, Hn.MichaelHugh Hicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 

Bowles, G. Stewart 

Boyle, Sir Edward 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. H. M. 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E. 
Coates, E. Feetham(Lewisham 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 
Dixon-Hertland, SirFredDixon 
Doughty, Sir George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan, Robert (Lanark,Govan 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 17, line 36, to leave out from 
beginning of line to the second ‘ The’ in line 
38, and to insert the words ‘provided that.’” | 


—(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. ) 

Abraham, William (Rhondda) 

Acland, Francis Dyke 

Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 

Ainsworth, John Stirling 

Alden, Percy 

Allen, A.Aciand(Christehurch) 

Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Astbury, John Méi- 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 

Baring, oor (Isle of Wight 
r, JO 

Barlow,JohnEmmott(Somerset 

Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 

Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 

Beaumont, Hubert(Eastbourne 

Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 
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Faber, George Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

Fell, Artbur 

Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry William 
Haddock, George R. 

Hamilton, Marquess of 

Hardy, Laurence (Kent,Ashford 
Harrison- Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS. Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hill, Henry Staveley(Staff’sh. ) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hunt, Rowland 

Keswick, William 

King, Sir HonrySeymour(Hull) 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.Col. A.R. 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn.Walter (Dublin,S. 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmort’n 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz, Sir Philip A. 

Nield, Robert 
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Parker, Sir Gilbert (Gravesend) 
Pease, HerbertPike( Darlington 
Percy, Eerl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Roberts, 8. (Sheffield, Ec -lesall 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, Abel H.(Hertford, East) 
Smith, F. E. (Liverpool,Walton 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thomson, W. Mitchell-(Lanark 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent, Mid.) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W. 
Wilson,A.Stanley(York,E. R.) 
Wortley, Rt. Bon. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir Alexander Acland-Hood 
and Viscount Valentia. 


Question put, “ That the Amendment 
| be made.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 376 ; Noes, 
97. (Division List No. 241.) 


AYES. 


Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, SirJ.Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w'rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Bethell, J. H. (Essex, Romford) 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
Black, Arthur W.( Bedfordshire) 
Boland, John 

Bolton, T. D. (Derbyshire, N.E. 
Bottomley, Horatio 

Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Bright, J. A. 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 

Brunner, J.F.L. (Lancs., Leigh) 
Brunner, Sir John T. (Cheshire) 
Bryce, Rt. Hn.James( Aberdeen 
Bryce, J. A. (Inverness Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 





Buckmaster, Stanley O. 
Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Byles, William Pollard 
Cairns, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick William 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clarke, C. Goddard 

Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen(Renfrew, W.) 
Cob: old, Felix Thornley 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins, SirWm.J.(S.Pancras,W 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 

Corbett, C.H.(SussexE.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
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Cotton, Sir H. J. 8S. 

Craig, Herbert J. (‘Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, David(Montgomery Co 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S.) 
Delany, William 

Dickinson, W.H (St. Pancras,N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajorE. Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Essex, R. W. 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. OC. Munro 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Rt, Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall, Frederick 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Right Hon. Lewis 
Hardie,J. Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worec’r) 
Harmsworth, R. L. (Caithness 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 

Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hazleton, Richard 
Hedges, A. Paget 
Helme, Norval Watson 





{25 Juty 1906} 


Henderson, Arthur (Durham, 
Henry, Charles S. 

Herbert, Colonel Ivor (Mon., S. 
a John Sharp 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hogan, Michael 

Holden, E. Hopkinson 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset,N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Tho:nas Gardn 2” 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy N. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jackson, R. S. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jardine, Sir J. 

Jenkins, J. 

Johnson, John (Gateshead) 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Sir D, Brynmor(Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 

Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lever, A. Levy(Essex, Harwich 
Lever, W. H.(Ch2shire, Wirral) 
Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Lyell, Charles Henry 

Lynch, H. B. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M. (FalkirkB’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 

Machamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Macpherson, J. T. 
MacVeigh,Charles (Donegal,E.) 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Kean, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Marks, G. Croydon (Launceston 
Marnham, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Massie, J. 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Montgomery, H. G. 


and Wules) Bill 


Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwali) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carcmarthan) 
Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholls, George 
Nicholson,Charles N.(Doncast’r 
Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kendal (‘TipperaryMid 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’ Doherty, Philip 

O'Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Do.nell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’Hare, Patrick 
O’Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Philipps,J.Wynford (Pembroke 
Phillips, Owen C. (Pembroke) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh Centrai 
Price.Robert John (Norfolk, E. 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.E.B. (Bradford, E. 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rea, Walter Russell(Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards,Thos.(W. Monmouth) 
Richards, T. F.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott(Bradfrd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S 

Robson, Sir William Snowaon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentfoid) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
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Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
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Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Sir C.E.(Manchester ) 
Scott, A.H. (Ashton-und.-Lyne 
Sears, J. E. 

Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. John 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas (Leitrim, S.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, Hn.A.Lyulph(Chesh.) 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Strachey, Sir Edward 

Straus, B. 8. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 
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Summerbell, T. 


Acland-Hood,RtHn.Sir aleaF 
Anson, Sir William Reynell ; 
Anstruther-Gray, Major 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt.Hon.SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, ht.Hn. A.J.(City Lond 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon. Guy (Winchester) 
Beach, Hn. Michael HughHicks 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W 

Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J. H. M. 
Carson, Rt Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hon. Victor C.W. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil, Lord R. (Marylebone, E.) 
Crates,E. Feetham (Lewisham) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett, ‘A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir FredDixon 





Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Another Amendment made to the Bill, 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 
“In page 18, line 9, at end, to insert the 
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Taylor, Austin (East Toxteth) 
Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, SirEdward(Salisbury 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire) 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thompson,J.W.H.(Somerset, E. 
Thorne, William 

Tomkinson, James 

Torrance, A. M. 

Toulmin, George 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Vivian, Henry 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Robert 

Walters, John Tudor 
Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John(Stoke-upon-Trent) 
Ward,W.Dudley (Southampt’n 
Wardle, George J. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 


NOES. 


Duncan, Robert(Lanark,Govan 
Faber, yoo Denison (York) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Fell, Arthur 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Fletcher, J. 8. 

Haddock, George R. 

Hardy, Laurence(KentAshford 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B. 
Hay. Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh. ) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hunt, Rowland 

Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A.R 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt.Hn. Walter (Dublin,S 
Lowe, Sir Francis William 
MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, 8S, 
Magnus, Sir Philip 

Marks, H. H. (Kent) 

Mason, James F. (Windsor) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
MiddlemoreJohnThrogmorton 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Muntz,'Sir Philip A. 
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Wason,John Cathcart(Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. 8. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D: (Dum bartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williamson, A. 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 
Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse,Sir J.T(Huddersf’d 


TELLERS FoR THE Ayrs—Mr. 
Whiteley and }Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 








Nield, Herbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Percy, Earl 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Rasch, Sir Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, Major R. F. 
Rawlinson, John Frederick P. 
Roberts, S. (Sheffield, Ecclesall 
Rutherford, John (Lancashire) 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Salter, Arthur Clavell 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, AbelH.(Hertford,East) 
Smith, F. E. (Liverpool Walton) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Starkey, John R. 

Talbot,Rt. Hn J.G (Oxf'dUniv 
Thomson, W.Mitchell-(Lanark) 
Thornton, Percy M. 

Turnour, Viscount 

Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col. Sir C.E. Howard 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Warde, Col. C. E. (Kent,Mid,) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset, W.) 
Wilson,A.Stanley (York, E.R.‘ 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. G. Stuart- 
Younger, George 


TELLERS FoR THE Nors—Mr. 
Forster and Marquess of 
Hamilton. 


words, ‘in the exercise of any powers or in the 
performance of any duties transferred under 
this provision, the Council of Wales shall be 
subject to the control of the Treasury.’”—(Mr 
Lloyd-George.) 
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be made,” 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W. Ryland 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Percy - 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, Johu 

Barlow, Jn. Emmott (Som’st. ) 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, Anbert( Eastbourne 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,SirJ. Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. D. H. 

Bertram, Julius 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell,{Rt. jHon. Augustine 
Black,Arthur W.(Bedfordshire 
Boland, John 

Bolton, T.D. (Derbyshire,N. E. 
Bottomley, Horatio 

Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. A. 

Branch, James 

Brigg, John 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brooke, Stopford 
‘Brunner,J.F.L.(Lancs., Leigh) 
Brunner, SirJohn T. (Cheshire) 
Bryce, Rt. Hn.James( Aberdeen 
Bryce,J.A.(Inverness {Burghs) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buckmaster, Stanley O. 

Burns, Rt. Hon. John 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thomas 
Buxton, Rt.Hn. SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
‘Cairns, Thomas 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
‘Causton, Rt. Hn. Richard Knight 
‘Cawley, Frederick 

Chance, Frederick Wilham 
‘Channing, Francis Allston 
Cheetham, John Frederick 
‘Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard (Peckham) 
Cleland, J. W. 

Clough, W. 

Coats, Sir T.Glen (Renfrew, W.) 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 


VOL. CLXI. [Fourrn Szrizs.] 


Education (England 
Question put, ‘That the Amendment | 
( 





{25 JuLy 1906} 
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Cogan, Denis J. 

Collins, Stephen (Lambeth) 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Cooper, G. J. 
Corbett,CH(Sussex, E.Grinst’d 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 
Cotton, Sir H. J. 8. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Crosfield, A. H. 

Crossley, William J. 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, David( MontgomeryCo. 
Davies, Ellis William (Eifion) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 

Dickinson, W.H.(St.Pancras,N 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dobson, Thomas W. 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 

Daffy, William J. 

Duncan, C.(Barrow-in-Furness) 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, Major E. M. (Walsall) 
Edwards, Clement’(Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, :Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, Rt. Hon. John Edward 
Erskine, David C. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 

Essex, R 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 
Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Gibb, James (Harrow) 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gooch, George Peabody 
Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Gritfith, Ellis J. 

Gulland, John W. 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hall, ‘Frederick 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Right Hon. Lewis 
Hardie, J.Keir(MerthyrT ydvil 9 
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The House divided, Ayes 366, Noes 90. 
Divison List No. 272.) 


Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Worc’r 
Harmsworth, R.L.(Caithn’ss-sh 
Hart-Davies, T. 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Harwood, George 
Haslam, James (Derbyshire) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 
Hazleton, Richard 
Hedges, A. Paget 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Arthur (Durham) 
Henry, Charles S. 
Herbert, Col.Ivor (Mon., 8.) 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hobhouse, Charles E. H. 
Hogan, Michael 
Holden, E. Hopkinson 
Hope, W. Bateman (SomersetN 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Horridge, Thomas Gardnut 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 
Hudson, Walter 
Hyde, Clarendon 
Illingworth, Percy H. 
Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 
Jackson, R. S. 
Jacoby, James Alfrad 
Jardine, Sir J. 
Jenkins, J. 
Johnson, John (Gateshead 
Johnson, W. (Nuneaton) 
Jones, Sir D. Brymor (Swansea 
Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonshire 
Jowett, F. W. 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kelley, George D. 
Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captaia 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford 
Laildaw, Robert 
Lamb, Edmund G. (Leominster 
Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 
Lambert, George 
Lamont, Norman 
Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lehmann, R. C. 
Lever, A.Levy(Essex, Harwich) 
Lever, W. H. (Cheshire, Wirral) 
‘Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-Georgé, Rt. Hon. David 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
Lupton, Arnold 
Lyell, Charles Henry 
Lynch, H. B. 

enald, J. R. (Leicester) 
Macdonald, J.M.(FalkirkB’ghs 
Maclean, Donald 
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Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
herson, J. T. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 

MacVeigh,Charles(Donegal,E. 

M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. 

M‘Micking, Major G. 

Maddison, Frederick 

Mallet, Charles E. 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 

Morks,G. Croydon(Launceston 

Marnhan, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 

Massie, J. 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 

Molteno, Percy Alport 

Mond, A. 

Montgomery, H. G. 

Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 

Morrell, Philip 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 

Murphy, John 

Murray, James 

Myer, Horatio 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 

Nicholls, George 

Nicholson,CharlesN.(Doncaster 

Nolan, Joseph 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

Nuttall, Harry 


0’ Brien,Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Connor, James (Wicklow, W. ) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


O'Doherty, Philip 

O°Donnell, C. J. (Walworth) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Hare, Patrick 
O’Kelly,James (Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Parker, James (Halifax) 
Partington, Oswald 

Paul, Herbert 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearce, William (Limehouse) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Philipps, JWynford(Pembroke 
Philipps, Owen C. (Pembroke) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Pere oe omy te 
Arkwright, Jo ope 
Ashley, W. W. 
Aubrey-Fletcher,Rt. Hn. Sir H. 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A.J (CityLond 
Banbury, Sir Frederick ge 
Banner, John S. Harmood- 
Baring, Hon. Guy( Winchester 
Beach, Hn.MichaelHugh Hicks 
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, Campbell, Rt. Hon. J. 
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Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Pollard, Dr. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, C. E. (Edinb’gh, Central) 
Price,Robert John (Norfolk,E.) 
Priestley, Arthur (Grantham) 
Priestley, W.E.B.(Bradford, E. 
Radford, G. H. 

Rainy, A. Rolland 

Raphael, Herbert H. 

Rea, Russel (Gloucester) 
Rea, Walter Russell(Scarboro’ 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rees, J. D. 

Renton, Major Leslie 
Richards, Thomas(W.Monm’th 
Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’n 
Richardson, A. 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson,Sir G.Scott(Bradfrd 
Robertson, J. M. (Tyneside) 
Robinson, S. 

Robson, Sir William Snowdon 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Rose, Charles Day 

Rowlands, J. 

Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, V. H. (Brentford) 
Samuel, Herbert L. (Cleveland) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 
Schwann, Sir C. E. (Manchester 
Scott, A.H.(Ashton under Lyne 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John.G. 

Silcock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 
Sinclair, Rt. Hon. Jolin 
Smeaton, Donald Mackenzie 
Smyth, Thomas (Leitrim, S.) 
Soares, est J. 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. 
Steadman, W. C. 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 


NOES. 


Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Bowles, G. Stewart 
Bridgeman, W. Clive 
Brotherton, Edward Allen 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, Samuel Hen - 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H.. 
Castlereagh, Viscount 

Cave, George 

Cavendish, Rt.Hn..Victor C. W. 
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Strachey, Sir Edward 
Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 
Strauss, E. A. (Abingdon) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 
Summerbell, T. 

. Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 
Tennant, SirEdward (Salisbury 
Tennant, H. J. (Berwickshire). 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E. 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thompson, J.W.H.(Somerset,E. 
Tomkinson, James 
Toulmin, George 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Verney, F. W. 

Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Vivian, Henry 

Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Walker, H. De R. (Leicester) 
Wallace, Kobert 

Walters, John Tudor 

Walton, Sir John L. (Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Ward, John(Stoke upon Trent 
Ward, W. Dudley (S’thampton 
Wardle, George J. 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason, JohnCathcart (Orkney) 
Waterlow, D. S. 

Watt, H. Anderson 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 

Weir, James Galloway 
Whitbread, Howard 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonsbire} 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Sir Thomas Palmer 
Wiles, Thomas. 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Williams, J. (Glamorgan) 
Williamson, A. 

Wills, Arthur Walters 

. Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 

' Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton) 

‘Winfrey, R. 

Wood, T. M‘Kinnon 
Woodhouse,SirJT(Huddersf'd 
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TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 
Whiteley and Mr. J. A. 
Pease. 





Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Cecil Lord R (Marylebone, E.) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H.A.E. 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, 8.) 
Dixon: Hartland,SirFredDixon 
Doughty, Sir George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncan,Robert(Lanark,Govan 





Faber, George Denison (York) 
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Kell, Arthur 

Fether: tonhaugh, Godfre 
Finch, Rt, Hon. George 
Fletcher, J. S. 

Forster, Henry Williar 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf'rd 
Harrison-Broadley, Col. H. B- 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helmsley, Viscount 

Hervey, F.W.F.(BuryS.Edm’ds 
Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Stait’sh. 
Hills, J. W. 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hunt, Rowland 

Keswick, William 

King,Sir HenrySeymour(Hull 
Lane-Fox, G. R. 

Law, Andrew Bonar (Dulwich) 





Other Amendments made to the Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 18, line 29, at end, 
words, ‘and if, before the expiration of that 
time, an Address is presented to His Majest, 
by both Houses of Parliament against the draft 
or any part thereof no further proceedings shall 
be taken thereon without prejudice to the 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W. Ryland D. 

Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Alden, Perey 

Allen, A. Acland (Christchurch 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt.Hon.HerbertHenry 
Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir John (Portsmouth) 
Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Baring,Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
Barker, Jobn 

Barlow,Jn. Emmott (Somerset 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Barran, Rowland Hirst 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Beale, W. P. 
Beauchamp, E. 

Denauiad ievines(Restboarne 
Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Beck, A. Cecil 

Bell, Richard 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn, SirJ Wi epee bavong’st 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo 
Berridge, T. H. D. 
Bertram, Julius 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Rt. Hon. Augustine 
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Other Amendments made to the Bill. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
327.] 


DOVER HARBOUR (WORKS, ETC.) 
BILL [Lorps] (By ORDER.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


*Mr. W. R. REA (Scarborough), i 





moving the rejection of the Bill, said 


he wished to draw the attention of the 
House to the fact that the Bill covered 
clauses which were not obvious on the 
face of the measure, and which it was 
eminently desirable should be discussed 
before the Bill became law. The 
Bill virtually handed over a monopoly 
of the passenger route to France to the 
South Eastern and Chatham Railway 
Companies for a period of 999 years. 
The Schedule showed that in Clause 8 
it was provided that the Dover Harbour 
Commissioners were tied hand and foot 
to the South Eastern and Chatham 
Joint Railway Company; they were 
bound not to promote any rival railway, 
and also to oppose any schemes 
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that would produce opposition to the 
South Eastern Railway Company. The 
Chairman of the South Eastern Railway 
Company, at a meeting of the share- 
holders last week, said that the Dover 
Harbour Board had entered into an 
agreement absolutely protecting this com- 
pany from outside competition. Before 
the House granted any such valuable 
monopoly to a railway company, they 
ought to know what return was going to be 
made by the holders of the monopoly 
for the benefit of the public. Before 
granting such monopoly the House ought 
also to consider the character of the 
body demanding it. As to the manner in 
which this company had exercised its 
monopoly in the past, it was the only 
company in England which still exercised 
its right to charge the maximum fares, 
or what were called express fares for 
the boat trains. Third-class passengers 
were not carried at all on the fast trains. 
The South Western Railway Company 
ran boat trains to Southampton, which 
was practically the same distance as to 
Dover. The first-class fare to Southamp- 
ton by these boat trains was 13s., but to 
Dover the first-class fare was 19s, On 
the South Western Railway the return 
fare first class to Southampton was 
23s., but the company asking for this 
monopoly charged 37s. 3d. for a first- 
class return ticket to Dover. The 
second-class fares on both lines were 
in the same proportion, and the South 
Eastern Railway did carry third-class 
passengers on their boat trains. He 
could further elaborate his comparison 
in regard to the limited quantity of 
luggage, charges for bicycles and the 
inferior accommodation on the Dover 
boat trains, but he had no desire to do so. 
All he would say was that he had been 
informed that the charges were higher 
m this line than they were in the days 
when passengers were conveyed to Dover 
by stage coach. But that was not the 
worst of it. The Chairman of this 
company, when addressing the share- 
holders, endeavoured to calm their minds 
in regard to the guarantee, and he 
stated that the estimated income was 
based upon the anticipation of a poll 
tax of 5s. on ocean passengers and 
an additional shilling on cross Channel 
passengers. It was too late in the day 


for a railway company to demand that 
Mr. W. R. Rea. 
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they should be authorised directly or 
indirectly to recoup themselves by such 
an addition to the exceeding high 
charges they were already making. He 
did not see why the jSouth Eastern 
and Chatham Railway should be granted 
such a monopoly for nearly a 1,000 years. 
He urged that these railway companies 
should approximate more nearly to the 
practice of other companies in the 
matter of fares, and that they should 
admit third-class nassengers to all their 
trains. 


Mr. VIVIAN, (Birkenhead) in second- 
ing the Motion, said he did not oppose 
the Bill without some regret, for he 
recognised that the scheme projected 
involved the expenditure of money 
on works which would be for the 
benefit of the public. But in his 
opinion the Bill contained clauses which 
the House ought not to tolerate 
in a measure of this character. The 
object of the Bill was to authorise the 
construction of certain new works in 
connection with Dover harbour, and 
it provided that these works should 
be carried out within a_ specified 
period. At the end of the period the 
Dover Harbour Board were compelled 
to lease at a rental a portion of the 
works executed, and other ‘property, 
to the South Eastern and London, 
Chatham and Dover Railway Companies 
for a period of 999 years. It was 
provided also that the companies 
should guarantee the Harbour Board 
the interest on their debentures. He 
desired to call special attention to Clause 
8 of the lease, as given at page 50 
of the Bill. He would only read a por- 
tion of the Clause, which was much more 
eloquent than anything that could come 
from himself. The Clause said— 

‘The Board (the Harbour Board) will also 
during the like period promote as far as 
possible the interests of the Companies’ under- 
taking and will not permit or suffer anything 
which in the opinion of the Companies may 
tend to diminish the traffic thereon or the 
profits thereof, but will use their best en- 
deavours to prevent the same and will not 
enter into any Agreement for the reception or 
accommodation of any traffic inimical to the 
interests of the Companies. The Board shall 
be liable to repay to the Companies all money 
paid by them under any guarantee given 
under the provisions of this Agreement. The 
Board will not during the like period directly or 
indirectly promote or assist in or assent to the 








1349 Dover Harbour 


promotion of any scheme for a new line of rail- 


way to Dover or to the making of any such line | 


or the carrying oat of any such scheme, and will 
at the request of the Managing Committee 
oppose any application for this purpose. 


give any guarantee of the interest on Deben- 
ture Stock.” 

He ventured to say that no more mon- 
‘strous proposal was ever placed in a 
Bill before this House. 
years the interests of this country de- 
manded that there should be a new 
line to Dover, and if the promoters of 
the scheme had the co-operation of the 
Dover Harbour Board, that board would 
be liable to repay to these railway 
‘companies the whole of the money paid 
to them for a hundred years. Was not 
that a monstrous proposal for tying up 
the interests of the country? Accord- 
ing to this paragraph, the Board was 
not permitted in any way to have an 
extension or addition to the means of 
communication between the metropolis 
and Dover and the Continent. That 
was a proposal which the House ought 
not to approve of. Rapid changes were 
taking jplace in the means of locomotion, 
and in a few years it might become 
important that jthere should be an 
electric jrailway to Dover. Were they 
to tie their hands by this extraordinary 
proposal? It might be said that the 
proposal had received the support of 
the Harbour Board, the Admiralty, and 
possibly the corporation of Dover. But 
he submitted that London had a larger 
interest jin the means of communication 
between {England and the Continent than 


had Dover itself. He hoped an explanation | 


would Jbe 'given which would satisfy the 
House. He hoped also that this clause 


in the flease would be absolutely with- | 
‘drawn. The fact that the Bill had been | 


read ‘a third time in the House of Lords 
‘considerably shook the confidence of 
some hon. Members in regard to the 
machinery of that House for the ex- 
amination of such measures. Where 
was the protection for the public ? Steps 
should be taken to secure that the de- 
mands of monopolies for privileges from 
Parliament should be examined far more 
carefully than evidently was the case 
at present. 
‘which he had quoted was evidence of 
the loose examination which the whole 
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Any | 
breach of this provision shall absolve the | 
failway Companies from any obligation to | 


If in a hundred | 


He believed that the clause 
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| Bill had received. The House ought to 
have some assurance that the Bill would 
go to a Committee or authority, which 
would carefully examine all the clauses, 
so that when it came back to the House 
they might be satisfied that the public 
interests had been duly protected. Un- 
less they had a guarantee of that sort 
when the Bill returned to the House 
for Third Reading, it would be their duty 
to secure that the public interests were 
protected. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’”—(Mr. Walter Rea.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM (Dover) said that if 
he had any title to ask the attention of 
the House to the discussion of this 
measure it was that he claimed to be 
impartial He was not one of the 
promoters of the Bill, but he happened 
to be Member for Dover. He was a 
member of the Government which entered 
into negotiations with the Harbour 
Board, the result of which negotiations 
were embolied in the agreement of the 
Bill. Therefore he might claim to be 
familiar with the terms of the agreement 
although, as the last speaker had said, 
that did not dispose of the matter. 
He made no matter of complaint that 
the hon. Member who had last spoken 
had not fully grasped the details of the 
question. He was glad to hear that he 
agreed generally with the object of the 
Bill. He believed it was a national 
disgrace that there should not be proper 
accommodation at Dover for the great 
| continental traffic which was continually 
being carried on between this country and 
the Continent of Europe; and that we 
| ought not to allow the principal port for 
| that continental traffic to be behind 
|other ports. A Bill, if not this Bill, 
| was wanted to give that which Dover had 
| looked for for so many years. The main 

question was, who was going to pay for 

the proper accommodation of the passen- 
gers? The hon. Member who had moved 
the rejection of the Bill had made some 
case about the railway fares between 
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London and Dover. He submitted Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 


that the question of fares was/|said in his speech that they had no 
outside the scope of the Bill, which | power to authorise the imposition of 
was promoted by the Harbour Board, | these fares, and therefore he left the 
which contained representatives not} House under the impression that the 
only of several public bodies, but of} present Bill enabled the railway com- 
the Admiralty, and on which the repre- | panies to get more money out of the 
sentatives of the railway company were | passengers who used their line than they 
in the minority. Was it fair to suppose | would have under their ordinary powers. 
that a body so constituted would insist In saying that the hon. Member had 
on charging higher fares to Dover than/ conveved a very wrong impression. 
would be the case if another railway 

company came there? The parallel *\yp Ww. R. REA said he expressly 
which had been drawn between stated that the railway companies 
Dover and Southampton was not a) were acting under the provisions of 
fair one. The hon. Member had said | the Act of 1902, and he said that they 
that the trains between London and | were taking advantage of the present not 
Dover and between London and Folkes- | to exercise a power which they had Bill 
tone were worked on a common basis ; | otherwise enforced. 

but this railway ran five boats between | 


Dover and Calais every day. Would | ial ; 
anyone say that there was any port. Mr. WYNDHAM said that that was 


in England that did anything of the | Where the right hon. Gentleman was 
mistaken. This 5s. poll tax has been 


kind, or could the hon. Member get | 7° ‘ dani 
anything cheaper than the present rates ? | paid by the Transstlantic and Con- 
There was no parallel between the | tinental lines which brought passengers 
service from Dover to France and|t® Dover. The hon. Gentleman alleged 
that a preference had been given, but 


from Southampton to France. It was 
I | that was not the case. The Board of 


only in the year 1899 that a Hybrid | 
Committee went very closely into this. Trade had considered this matter, and 
3 'given their consent to the passing of 


matter and sanctioned the fares which | ede 
were now charged. The hon. Member | the Bill, and therefore that objection. 
for Birkenhead had said that the Northern | t® it disappeared. 
Railway of France carried their passengers | 
at a cheaper rate per mile thantheSouth) THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
Eastern and Chatham Joint Railway | or TRADE (Mr. Lroyp-Grorce): The 
Company. That was true, but it must | Board of Trade did not stipulate that the 
be remembered that this service was five shillings should not be charged ; 
always run at a loss. He did not think | what they did stipulate was that if this 
that this was the proper occasion to | five shillings was paid by British vessels 
try to force the railway company to the same sum should be »°*d hv German 
reduce the whole of its fares ; at any rate | and other vessels. 
it was not a practical way of trying | 
todo so. The hon. Gentleman had said); Mp. WYNDHAM said it appeared 
that there was a poll-tax of five shillings | from that statement that the Board 
on all ocean-carried passengers and an | of Trade itself had at all events done 
additional shilling imposed by the rail-| something to develop this poll-tax.. 
way company on cross-channel passengers. |The receipts from the poli-tax did 
: not go into the pockets of the railway 
*Mr. W. R. REA said he was reading | companies, or bring any profit to them at 
from the report of the speech of the | all. It had been in force for a long time,, 
Chairman of the railway company, who and the proceeds of it went to provide the 
said that the estimated income of the | C0St of the accommodation at Doverwhich 


: cehilling | CVerybody thought should be given. 
company ane hee an . moet | Every shilling paid on the Transatlantic 
poll-tax on the ocean-carried passengers, | and Continental traffic went in the pro- 
and an additional shilling levied on the | yision of accommodation. It was only fair: 
cross-channel passengers. ‘that the accommodation shouldbe paid 

Mr. Wyndham. 
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for by those who used it, and not a 
penny charged for this accommoda- 
tion went into the pockets of the railway 
company. Nothing could be‘ fairer than 
that the people who received the accom- 
modation should pay for it, and§ this 
system had been in force for ten years. 
The sum charged was fixed by Parlia- 
ment itself, and he asked who ought to 
pay it if it was not the passengers’ who 
receive the accommodation ? The hon. 
Member had made a point about the 
railway guarantee in reference to the 
traffic to the Port of Dover. But with- 
out that guarantee the whole enterprise 
could not be so cheaply conducted 
as it was at present. That was the 
whole point. If the railway com- 
panies guaranteed any possible loss by 
the Harbour Board, up to a million of 
money, the whole undertaking could be 
worked more cheaply. The 
companies had guaranteed that amount, 
and therefore they enabled the service to 
be worked more cheaply, and those 
who took on such a_ responsibility 
as was involved in that guarantee were 
entitled to the consideration which it was 
proposed to give them. Then it was 
said that there was a monopoly for 999 
years, but upon this point there was a 
perfect explanation. The 999 years 
lease applied only to a small fringe of 
land near the shore which was conveyed 
by the Admiralty to the Harbour Board 
fourteen years ago. There was nothing 
new in that. If the railway station 
which was to be built was placed upon 
that land, it was only right that the 
railway companies who had given this 
guarantee should be partners in the 
transaction. The Bill only asked the 
House to ratify an arrangement which 
the House mede and ratified many 
years ago. The House had _ itself 
ratified the poll-tax which the hon. 
Member had criticised. Another fact 
which had to be taken into account was 
that the House in its wisdom had made 
provision for a National Harbour at 
Dover; he might point out that the 
ruilway companies derived no benefit 
from that, but had been impeded and 
put to expense by the construction of that 
National Harbour. They had handed 
over their pier to the sole user of the 
Admiralty, who had full control over it. 
Allj(these arrangements had been con- 
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sidered and ratified by Parliament. It was. 
of great benefit to the Admiralty 
that they should have the sole use and 
control of that pier, and that in 
return they should give a limited use of 
it to the company. A Government 
Department which made hard bargains,. 
and had representatives on a Board upon 
which the railway company was in a 
minority, were supporting the Bill. The 
railway company had given a guarantee 
for this money, and unless _ that 
guarantee had been given .the money 
could not have been raised so 
cheaply. If, however, other lines 
were brought into competition with 
the railway company that guarantee 
would be taken away. The Bill was 
brought forward by two public! bodies 
in Dover and was assented to by the 
railway companies serving Dover, and in 
it seven public departments, none of 
which objected to the measure, were 
concerned. He submitted that it would 
be in the public interest that it should be 
assented to. 


*THE CHAIRMAN or WAYS anb- 
MEANS (Mr. Emmorr, Oldham) thought 
that the House found themselves in a little 
difficulty. For himself, he found himselfi 
in a considerable difficulty because until 
that evening he had not the ghost of an 
idea as to what the grounds of the opposi 
tion to this Bill would be. He thought it: 
was an objection as to railway rates which 
were a little remote from the Bill,tand: 
under the circumstances he had not 
had an opportunity of consulting those: 

|/upon whose advice he relied in 
‘matters of this kind. The hon.. 
Members who had moved the rejection 
of the Bill, bad said that they did not 
wish to stop the Harbour Works at Dover, 
but he was afraid if their Motion 
were accepted they would stop those: 
works. He rose for the purpose of sug- 
gesting to the House that the Bill should 
be read a second time. Asan unopposed 
Bill it would come before the Unopposed 
Bill Committee which had power to seek 
advice from Government Departments: 
and could investigate the whole basis. 
of the Bill. The Unopposed Bill 
Committee also had the power to send it 
before an Opposed Bill Committee for 
consideration if they thought fit. He 
often wished they had the further 
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power of istructing lawyers to op- 
pose the Bill before the Opposed 
Bill Committees, because he thought 
sometimes unopposed Bills required | 
further investigition than could be | 
made when only one side was heard. | 
He therefore ventured to suggest that | 
this Bill should be allowed a Second R 2ad- | 
ing ; and that it should goin the ordinary | 
way to the Unopposed Bill Committee, 
which could consider the matter and 
decide whether it should go before an 
Opposed Bill Committee. He would 
remind hon. Members who were opposing 
the Bill that if that were done antl 
they were not satisied with the results 
they could rais2 opposition at a later stage 
when the Bill again ‘came before the 
House. It would be in his view a very 
serious thing to reject the Bill at this 
‘stage. 


Dover Harbour 


Mr. W. H. DAVIES (Bristol, S.) said 
that those who were opposing the Bill 
were not opposed to the construction of 
these works. What they objected to 
were the financial methods which had 
been introduced to deal with the work 
of reconstruction. It was a financial 
question. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dover had asked 
how could the money be raised without 
a guarantee? That jwas a pertinent | 
question, but he contended that 
the terms of this guarantee were too 
onerous. If a railway company was | 
going to benefit by these works the | 
company must necessarily be the com- | 
pany serving the district. He had | 
had a great deal to do with railway 
companies. in }connection with dock 
works, and he knew that tb+y were | 
so powerful that they could extract 
the most onerous conditions from) 
dock} companies. The railway com- 
panies were to all intents and purposes 
the controlling element in the works, and | 
no work ould be proceded with without 
their consent. It was even worse in this 
ease, because, unfortunately, if a slight 
breach of the conditions were made) 
-by the Harbour Board the railway com- 
pany could decline further to guarantee | 
the interest on the debenture stock. | 
Consequently the people who  pur- | 
whased it under the impression that it 
was guaranteed by the railway company | 


might suffer through some small breach | 
Mr. Emmott. 


| which was essential to the scheme. 
thought the promoters of the Bill would 
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of the Dover Harbour Board. He hoped 
the House would either reject the Bill or 
amend the clause, because he did not 
believe any works could be carried 
out under such onerous conditions. 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) thought 
they should have some assurance from 
the President of the Board of Trade 
'that this Bill should go before an Op- 
/posed Bill Committee, and that the 
'Board of Trade would oppose it in 
the public interest and see that the 
public interest was not jeopardised. 


Mr. KELR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil) 
moved the adjournment of the debate 
for the reason that it {would give the 
Government an opportunity of consulting 
with those who opposed the Bill and 


enable them to make a definite statement 


upon the matter when the Bill came 
before the House again. If a division 
was taken now in all probability the 
Bill would be rejected, and it was to 
avoid that and to enable the Governmeat 
to make a definite statement with 
regard to it that he now moved that the 
debate be adjourned. 


Motion mide, and Question proposed, 


“That the debate be now adjourned.”— 


(Mr. Keir Hardie.) 


‘Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE hoped the 
Committee would come to a decision 
upon the matter to-night. It was late 
in the sessioa and there |was no desire 
to destroy the Bill. The Bill would 
require very careful investigation. He 
thought those experts who advised 
the Board of Trade upon these matters 
ought to appear before the Committee. 
Toe clause complained of was not one 


He 


be well advised if they consented to 
meet the Goverament Department on 
the matter, and see if their proposal 
could not be modified. He trusted 
that the Com nittee would now allow 
the Second Reading to be taken. That 
would not be taking the matter out of 
the hands of the House. If it were 
the last opportunity that the House 
would have of coming to a decision, he 
could understand the reluctance of hon. 
M2unbers to give the Bill a Second 
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Reading, but they would have another 
opportunity on the Third Reading. 
He trusted that the Bill would not be 
thrown out upon its Second Reading, 
and he appealed to his hon. friend to 
withdraw his Motion. 


*Mr.| EMMOTT {hoped the debate 
would not be adjourned. After what 
had been said he should feel it was his 
duty to make a report asking the House 
to send this Bill to an Opposed Bill 
Committee where it could be more 
thoroughly examined with the help of the 
Government Departments affected. 


Mr. W. R. REA said that after the 
assurances he had received he would 
ask leave to withdraw his Motion. 
apologised for not having communicated 
his intentions to the Chairman, but he 
was a new Member and he did not know 


+hat that was the custom. 
il 
as 


*Mr. MORTON (Sutherland) asked how 


this Bill had managed to get through | 
the House of Lords without the Board | 


of Trade intervening for the protection 
of the public especially in regard to che 
‘obnoxious clauses referred to ? 


Mr. MADDISON (Burnley) said this 
was a very important matter, because 
there was a very large amount of public 
work to be done which nobody wished 
to retard. But the President of the 
Board of Trade had stated that this par- 
ticular clause was not an essential part 
of the Bill. If that were so why could 


the promoters not zet up and give the | 


House an assurance that if the Bill went 
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He | 
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to a Committee they would consent to the 
withdrawal of this clause? He regretted 
that there had been any attempt to 
withdraw the Motion, because the pro- 
moters had it in their power to save 
these works ifthey liked. This particular 
‘clause giving a complete monopoly to 
|one company was bad in principle and 
‘it was also a violation of public policy. 
|The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
|for Dover was a director of this com- 
| pany— —_ 





Mr. WYNDHAM said he was not on 
‘the managing committee, and he had 
| been speaking upon this question as the 
| Member for Dover. 


Mr. MADDISON said that as a director 
| of the company the right hon. Gentleman 
| had an intimate knowledge of the whole 
|affair, and he was greatly surprised 
| when he heard the right hon. Gentleman 
idescribe the improvement in Dover 
| Harbour as— ~ 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
/only question before the House now is 
| the adjournment of the debate. 


| 

| Mr. MADDISON hoped his hon. 
‘friend would not withdraw his Motion, 
'and that the debate would not be 
/ adjourned. Unless the promoters with- 
|drew this clause he hoped the House 
| would reject the Bill 


| Question, put, 
| The House divided :—Ayes 105; Noes, 
164. (Division List No. 274.) 


} 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) | 
Alden, Perey | 
Allea, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Baker,Joseph A. (Finsbury, E. 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) 
‘Barry, E. (Cork, S. 

Bell, Richard 

Billson, Alfred 

Brace, William 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brunner, J. F.L.(Lanes., Leigh) 
Brunner,SirJohn T. (Cheshire) 
Cairns, Thomas 

Clarke, C. Goddard 


Cooper, G. J. 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 


Dolan, Charles 


Essex, R. W. 





Gill, A. A. 


Condon, Thomas Joseph 


Crosfield, A. H. 


Davies, W. Howell (Bristol, S 
Delany, William 


Daffy, William J. 
Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-F'urness 


Everett, R. Lasey 
Farrell, James P utrick 
Fenwick, Charles 3 2 + : 


; Ginnell, L. + 5°33 
Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk 
| Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 
Higham, John Sharp 
Hope, W, Bateman(Somerset,N 
Horniman, Emslie John 
Johnson, Joha (Gateshead) 
Jowett, F. W. 
Kelley, George D. 
King, Alfred John (Kautsford) 
Laidlaw, Robert 


Lamont, Norman 


Jos2p2 


Se 4 
wres 
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Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lehmann, R. C. 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
Macpherson, J. T. 
M‘ ugh, Patrick A. 
op, W. 


Dover Harbour 


M‘Kil 

Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 
Montgomery, H. G. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleophas 
Murphy, John 

Nicholls, George 

Norman, Henry 

Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid.) 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O’Doherty, Philip 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Hare, Patrick 


Acland, Francis Dyke 
Adkins, W, Ryland D. 
Agnew, George William 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith,Rt. Bn. Herbert Henry 
Astbury, John Meir 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt. Hn.SirH. 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Banbury. Sir Frederick George 
Banner, John 8. Harmcod- 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Beach, Hn. Michae]HughHicks 
Beale, W. P. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Beck, A. Cecil 

Bellairs, Carlycn 

Benn,SirJ. Williams(Devonp’rt 
Benn, W.(T’w’rHamlets,S.Geo. 
Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bertram, Julius 

Black, ArthurW.(Bedfordshire) 
Boland, John 

Bottomley, Horatio 

Bright, J. A. 

Brooke, Stcpford 

Bryce, J.A.(InvernessBurghs) 
Buxton. Rt.Hn.SydneyCharles 
Byles, William Pollard 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 
Causton,Rt.Hn.RichardKnight 
Ceci], Lord John P. Joicey- 
Chance, Fiederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clough, W. 

Coats, Sir T.Glen(Renfrew, W. 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S. Pancras, W 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corkett,C-H(Sussex,F.Grinst’d 
Cernwal), Sir Fdwin A. 
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Parker, James (Halifax) 

Paul, Herbert 

Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert H. 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Richards, T. ¥.(Wolverh’mpt’n 
Ridsdale, E. A. 

Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 
Robertson, SiG. Scott(Br’di’rd 
Rowlands, J. 

Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Schwann, C. Duncan (Hyde) 

Scott, A.H.(Ashton-under-Lyne 
Seaverns, J. H. 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sloan, Thomas Henry! 

Smyth, Thomas F.(Leitrim,S.) 

Spicer, Sir Albert 

Stewart, Halley (Greenock) 





NOES. 


Cox, Harold 
Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) | 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Crossley, Williem J 

Davies, Timethy (Fulham) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, A. Fdward (Cemktorne) 
Dunne, Majo: Martin( Walsal]) 
Edwards, Clement (Lenbigh) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Emmott, Alfred 

Erskine, David C. 

Ferens, T. R. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fiennes, Hon. Fustace 

Finch, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Flavin, Micheel Jeseph 
Forster, Henry William 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerten, Hvgh 

Geddard, Daniel Foid 
Greenwcod, G. (Peterborough) 
GuJland. John W. 

Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd 
Haslem, Lewis (Monmouth) 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. F. 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hervey, F.W.F.(BurySEdm’ds 
Hil], Henry Staveley (Staff eh. 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Fercy H. 

Jenkins, J. 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Williem (Carnaryonshire 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kekewich, Sir George 
Kennedy, Vincent Paui 
Kincaid-fmith, Captain 
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Straus, B.S. (Mile End) 
Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Taylor, John W. (Durham) 
Waldron, Laurence Ambrose 
Wardle, George J. 

Watt, H. Anderson 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, W. T. (Westhcughtcn) 
Wintrey, R. 
Wecdhouse,SirJd.T (Hudd'rsf a 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 
Remsay Macdcnald ard My, 
Arthur Henderson. 


Lewis, John Herbert? 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon. David 
Leckwcod, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col A.R 
Lor g, Kt. Hn. Walter(D ubiin,s 
Leugh, Themas 

Lupten, Arnold 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Dcewr.S 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Dcnegal, FE.) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinburgh W,. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M’Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W., 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Maddison, Frederick 

Marks, G. Croydon(Launcest’n 
Marks, H. H. (Kent) 
Marnhan, F. J. 

Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry)} 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 
Mooney, J. J. 

Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, Philip 

Murray, James 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts, Bassetlaw) 
Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncast'r 
Norten, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Donne)]. T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

Pearce, Robert (Staffs. Leek) 
Pearson, Sir W. D. (Colchester) 
Pease,He bert Pike(Larlingt’ 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Waldea 
Philipps,Owen C. (Pembrcke)§ 
Rainy, A. Holland i 

Rea, Russell (Gloucester) 

Rees, J. D- 

Rentcn, Major Leslic- 
Richardson, A. * 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Rokertson, J. M. (Tynsiue) 
Robinsen, 8. 

Runciman, Walter¥ 

Scott, Sir §. (Maryletcre. W- 
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Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B ; 


Shipman, Dr. John G 

Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Simon, John Allsebrook 

Smith, AbelH.(Hertford, East 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanley, Hn. A. Lyulph(Chesh. 
Starkey, John R. 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


Mr. 





W. R. REA said that after the | 


25 JuLy 1906} 


Tennant,SirE lward(Salisbury | 
Thomas, Sir A. (Glamorgan, E 
Thompson, J.W.H.(Somerset, E | 
Taomson, W. Mitchell-( Lanark | 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips | 
Turnouar, Viscount | 
Villiers, Ernest Amherst 
Vivian, Henry | 
Walrond, Hon. Lionel 
Ward, W. Dadley(Southampt’n | 
Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
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Question put, “ That the word ‘ 
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Whiteley, George}( York, W.R. 
Wilkie, Alexander 

| Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, Horry J. (York. W.RB.) 
Wortley,Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


| [TSLLERS FOR THE Nor3s—Mr. 


Walter Rea and Mr. 
Lamb. 


Ernest 


now’ 


andertaking given by the President of the | stand part of the Question.” 
Board of Trade he would ask leave to | 


withdraw his Amendment. 


. aLeave not being granted— 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Acland, Francis Dyke 

Agnew, George Willia n 
Ainsworth, John Stirling. 
Allen, Charles P. (Stroud) 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Ashley, W. W. 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Asquith, Rt.Hn. HerbertHenry 
Ast oury, John Meir 
Aubrey-Fletcher, Rt.Ha.Sir H. 
Bilcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Robert (Lanark) 
Banbury, Sir Frederick George 
Binner, John S. Harmood- 
Barlow, Percy (Bedford) 
Barnard, E. B. 

Boach, Ha. Michael Hugh Hicks 
Bavle, W. P. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Bek, A. Cacil 

Bellairs, Carlyon 

Benn,SirJ. Williams(Devonp’rt 


Bona, W.(T’w’r Hamlets,S.G2o0. 


Berridge, T. H. D. 

Bortram, Julius 

Black, Arthur W.( Bedfordshire) | 
Bright, J. A. 

Brooks, Stopford 


Bryce, J. A. ({nverness Burghs | 


Buxton, Rt. Ha. Sydaey Chas, 
Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Causton, Rt. Ha. Richard Knight | 
Cazil, Lord John P. Joicey- 
Chance, Frederick William 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 
Clough, W. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen (Renfrew, W 
Cobbold, Felix Thornley 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cornwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Cox, Harold 

Craik, Sir}Henry 

Crossley, William J. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
‘Dann, A. Edward (Camborne) | 


118. 


AYES. 


D inne, Maj. E. Martin( Walsall) | 
E lwards, Frank (Radnor 
Elibank, Master of 

E namott, Alfred 
Erskine, David C. 
Forens, T. R 


Fiennes, Hon. Eustace 


| Finch, Rt. Hon. iGsorge H. 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Forster, Henry William 

Faller, John Michael F. 
Fullerton, Hugh 

Greenwood, G. (Peterborough) 
Haddock, George R. 
Hamilton, Marquess of 
Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Hardy, Laurence (Kent, Ashfd. 
Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Helm+, Norval Watson 
Hervey, F.W.F.( Bary S.Edm’s 
Hill, Henry Staveley (Staff’sh.) 
Hops, W. Bateman (So:marset, N. 
Howard, Hon. Geoffrey 

Hyde, Clarendon 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

| Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kekewich, Sir George 
Kincaid-S mith, Captain 
Laidlaw, Robert 


| Lamb, Ernest H. (Rochester) 


| 
| 


Lane-Fox, G. R 
Layland-Barcatt, Francis 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lloy l-G2orgze, Rt. How. David 
Lockwood, Rt. Hn. Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt.Ha.Walter(Dublin,S 
Lough, Thomas 

Lupton, Arnold 

M‘ ver,SirLewis( Edinburgh, Ww 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.) 
M‘Micking, Major G. 
Mansfield, H. Readall (L 


Marks, H. H. (Kent) 


| The House divided :—Ayes, 145 ; 
| (Division List No. 275.) 


Noes, 


Marnham, F. J. 
Mason, A. E. W. (Coventry) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. C. 


| Mooney, J. J. 


Morgan, G. Hay (Cornwall) 
Morpeth, Viscount 

Morrell, Philip 

Murray, James 

Napier, T. B. 

Newnes, F. (Notts., Bassetlaw 
Nicholson, Chas. N. (Doncast’r 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’ Malley, William 

Pearce, R>bert (Staffs. Leel.) 
Pearson. Sir W. D. Colehester 
Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlington 
Pease, J. A. (Sa fron Walden) 
Philipps, Owea C. (Pembroke 
Rainy, A. Rolland 

Rea, Walter Russell (Scarboro’ 
Rees, J. D. 

Renton, Major Laslie 

tickett, J. Compton 


| Robertson, J. M. (Lyacside) 
Scott, Sir S. (Murylebone, W.) 


Shaw, Rt. Hon. T. (Hawick, B. 
Sileock, Thomas Ball 

Sima, "Jo in Allsebrook 
Smith, Ab 31 H.(Hertford, East 
Soares, Ernest J 

Spicer, Sir Alveart 
Stanley,Hn. A. Lyulph (Chashr 
Starkey, John R. 
Stewart-Smith, D. (Kendal) 
Taylor, Theodore C. (Radcliffe) 


. | Tennant,Sir Edward(Salisbury) 
| Thomas,Sir A. (Glamorgan, ‘E.) 
| Thompson,J. W.H. (Somerset, E 


, Thompson, W Mitchell-(Lanark 


| | Turnour, Viscount 

| Villiers, Ernest Amhurst 
incoln) | Walrond, Hon. Lionel 

| Marks,G.Croydon(Launceston | Watt, H. Anderson 

| Wedgwood, Josiah C. 
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White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


Adkins, W. Ryland D, | 
Alden, Percy | 
Baker,Joseph A.(Finsbury,E.) | 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle of Wight) | 
Barry, E, (Cork, 8.) 

Billson, Alfred 

Boland, John 

Brace, William 

Brocklehurst, W. B. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Brunrer, J.F.L.(Lancs..Leigh) | 
Brunner, Sir JobnT. (Cheshire 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Thomas 

Clarke, C. Gceddard 
Collins,SirWm.J.(S.Pancras.W 
Cooper, G. J 

Corbett,C.H. (Sussex, E Grinst’d 
Craig, Herb. J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Crosfield, A. H. 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Delany,|William 

Dolan, Charles Joseph 
Duckworth, James 

Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Essex, R.! W. 

Everett, R. Lacey 

Farrel]. James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Gill, A. H. 

Ginnell, L.” 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gulland, John W. 
Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Haslam, Lewis (Monmouth) 


Main Question put, and agreed to.” 


POST OFFICE (LITERATURE FOR THE 


BLIND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Emmott (Oldham) in the Chair.] 


Clause{] : 


Motion made, 


the Bill.” 


Post Office (Literature 


and Question pro- 
posed, “That Clause 1 stand part of 


{COMMONS} 


for the Blind) Bill, 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- | TetLeRs ror THE AYES—Mr. 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, George 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 


Russell Rea and Mr. Stanley 
Wilson. 


| Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
| Redmond, William (Clare) 


Henderson, Arthur (Durham) | Richards, T.F. (Wolverh’mpt’p 


Higham, John Sharp 


' Horniman, Fmslie Joln 


Jenkins, J. 

Johnson. Jokn (Gateshead) 
Jowett, F. W. 

Kelley, George D. 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 
King, Alfred John (Knutsford) 
Lamont, Norman 

Lehmann, R. C. 

Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

Macdonald, J. R. (Leicester)? 


‘ Macpherson, J. T. 


MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down, i. 
MacVeigh,Charles(Donegal, KE. 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 
M‘Killop, W. 

Maddison, Frederick 
Manfield, Harry (Northants) 
Meagker, Michael 

Meehan, Pat: ick A. 
Montgomery. H. G. 

Morton, Alpheus Cleoy! as 
Murphy, John 

Nicholls, George 

Norman, Henry 

Nuttall, Harry 

O’Brien, Kenda!(Tipperary, Mid 
O’Connor, John (Kildare, N.) 
O‘Doherty, Philip 

O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Hare, Patrick 

O’Mara, James 

Parker, James (Ha.ifax) 

Paul, Herbert 

Radford, G. H. 

Raphael, Herbert x. 


Mr. 


| Richardson, A. 

| Ridsdale, K. A. 

| Roberts, G. H. (Norwich) 

| Robertson,SirG.Scott(Bradfid 
| Robinson, 8. 


Rowlands, J. 


| Rutherford, W. W. (Liveryool) 


€chwann, Sir Duncan (Hyce) 
Scott, A.H(Ashton-under-Lyre: 
Seaverns, J. H 

Seely, Major J. B. 

Shackleton, David James 
Sheehan, Daniel Danel 

Shiy man, Dr. John G, 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Smyth, Thomas F.(Leitrim,S. } 
Stewait, Halley (Greenock) 


| Straus, B. S. (Mile End) 


Stuart, James (Sunderland) 
Sullivan, Donal 


| Summerbell, T. 


Taylor, John W. (Durbam) 


| Vivian, Henry 


Waldron, Ilanrence Ambrose. 
Ward, W. Dudley(Southampt’n 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, J. D. (Dumbartonshire) 
Whitehead, Rowland 

Wilkie, Alexander 

Wilson, W. T. (Westhoughton 
Winfrey, R. 


| Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Huddersf’d 


| TELLERS FOR THE Noks—Mr 


Howell Davis ard Mr 
Wardle. 
CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 


Hoxton) asked the Postmaster-General 
Bill read a second time, and committed. whether he could state what the cost of 


carrying out this clause would 


be. 


‘Having regard to the large profits made 
‘by the Post Office, perhaps the right 


chon. Gentleman would be able to make 


a further concession and give greater 
‘facilities than those proposed by this 


clause. 


| 
__ Mr. STANLEY WILSON (Yorkshire, 
|E.R., Holderness) said he was surprised 


‘that the Government should proceed 


|with the 


Bill 
'thought the Opposition had treated 
the Government very fairly to-night and, 


at this hour. He: 


|therefore, he moved to report progress. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.) 
sug,ested that, if the hon. Gentleman 
would go to bed, they would get on 
very well. 


The Chairman declined to accept the 
Motion. 


THe POSTMASTER-GENERAL (Mr. 
SypnEY Buxton, ‘Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar) said it was impossible to make a | 
a complete estimate of the cost. The | 
maximum loss involved would be about | 
£500. He was asked why in view of the | 
large profits a further concession should | 
not be made. This Bill only took powers | 


to give the facilities now proposed. | 





Clause agreed to. | 
| 


Bill reported, without amendment ; 
read the third time, and passed. 


REVENUE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 





‘In the Committee.) | 
[Mr. Emmorr (Oldham) in the Chair] | 
Clause 1: | 


Amendment proposed— | 

“In page 1, line 10, after the word ‘ paid,’ 
to insert the words ‘to the authorised methiy- 
lator or to the person hy whem the spirits are | 
received, as the may be,’ ”—(Mr. 
McKenna.) 


case 


Question proposed, ‘“ That those words | 
be there inserted.” 


Lorp TURNOUR (Sussex, Horsham) 
said that there was no one with any 
knowledge of the House but would admit 
that the Opposition had not treated the 
Government in an unreasonable manner 
in regard to this Bill. They had sat up 
night after night to assist the Govern- | 
ment in many respects, and he hoped the 
Government would meet them on this 
point in a reasonable spirit. He sin- 
cerely hoped that the Government would 
not take more than the Revenue Bill 
that night. He therefore moved to 
report progress. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“ That the Chairman de report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.”—(Viscoun/ 
Turnour.) 


1 
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Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY, (York- 
shire, W.R., Pudsey) said they were very 
much obliged to the noble Lord, but he 
would remind him that {the Revenue 
Bill was entirely unopposed. 


Lorp TURNOUR said that after that 
assurance he would withdraw his Motion. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“ That this clause as amended stand part 


of the Bill.” 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 
(Liverpool, West Derby) said that this was 
a most important matter. The amount 
of spirits affected by this Resolution was. 
over 250,000 gallons. 


Tue CHAIRMAN said that the only 


question before the Committee was that 


this clause stand part of the Bill, 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD said 
the clause would be much more satisfac- 
tory if the whole amount of the duty was 
reserved. The matter had been dealt 


| with by the Departmental Committee, and 


one of the first recommendations of that 


| Committee was that an allowance shou! 
be granted on all industrial spirit. 


The: 
question which he desired to ask was what 
was the amount of the drawback on 
the duty on spirits exported 1 


Mr. ASQUITH said the remarks 
of the hon. Member for the West Derby 
Division of Liverpool were based upon 
an ignorant misapprehension, because 
this alcohol came in duty free under 
existing legislation. The whole effect of 
the clause was to carry out a recom- 
mendation of a Departmental Committee 
appointed by the late Government and 
to free a very important! British 
industry from a charge imposed on it 
by extra restrictions which put it in a 
position to compete freely with foreign 
competitors in foreign market 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. BERRIDGE (Warwick and Lea- 


mington) moved a new clause providing 
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‘for the extension of the provisions of | 


{COMMONS} 
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TO 


of the House. 
Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY 


4 Edward 7, Chap. 7, Sec. 9, as to relief | roe TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
from income-tax on premiums on in- | mouthshire, N.) said the administration of 


surances. 


New clause— 
‘* The provisions of Section 9 of The Finance; 


Srown Lands had been in the hands of 
‘the Commissioner of Woods and Forests. 
(ll that this Bill did was to appoint 
another Commissioner who was to be 


Act, 1904, shall apply in relation to life insur- She President of the Board of Agricul- 


ances or contracts for deferred annuities 
effected in or with any insurance company 
lawfully carrying oa business in Great Britain 
or Ireland, and accordingly such section shall 
be read and construed as though the words 
‘or lawfully carrying on business in Great 
Britain or Ireland were inserted therein at the 
end of the fifth line thereof after the words 
‘ British possession.’ ”’—(Mr. Berridge.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Question, “That the clause be read a 
second time” put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second "time, and ;added 
to the Bil, 


Bill reported ; as amended, tc be con- 
sidered to-morrow. 


CROWN LANDS BILL.| 
Order for Third Reading read. 


“Motion made ’and}{ Question proposed, : 


“That the Bill be now real the third 
time.” 


Mer. CLAUDE HAY said that, 
before this Bill passed he wished | 
to ask one question which he regarded 
of some importance and which! 


had not yet been cleared up. Under | 


the provisions of the Bill representation 


ture for the time being. If the President 
vf the Board of Agriculture were in the 
House anl the question was put in 
reference to that particular portion of 


‘the Department of Woods and Forests 


* responsible to the House. 


lin which he was interested, he (Mr. 
McKenna) jhad no doubt the question 
‘would be directed to the Minister of 
(\griculture. But so far as the general ad- 
| ministration of Woods and Forests was 
‘concerned, the Treasury remained 
It had been 
‘thought desirable that so far as the 
agricultural portion of the Crown lands 
was concerned a Commissioner should 
‘be appointed who had a more particular 
knowledge of that particular kind of 
land and who would be more familiar 
with the work than the Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury could possibly be. 


Bill read a Third time and passed. 


LUNACY (LRELAND) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


DANGEROUS PERFORMANCES BILL. 
Order for Sxeond Reading read, and 
jdischarged. ill withdrawn. 


in this House and responsibility to this | 


House in respect to the dealings with 
Crown Lands had been altered. Hither- 


to the Treasury hal been responsible , 


to the House in respect to all acts in 
connection with Crown Lands. Under 
the provisions of this Bill, however, 
certain of the powers hitherto exercised 
by the Treasury had been transferred 
to other departments of State. What 


EDUCATION (PROVISION OF MEALS) 
ILL. 


Ordered, Taat it be an Instruction to 
the Select Committee on the Education 
(Provision of Meals) Bill, to whom the 
Education (Provision of Meals) (Scotland) 
Bill was referred, that they have power 
to consolidate the said Bills into one 


he desired to ascertain was whether the | Bill—(Mr. Lough.) 


Financial Secretary was responsible to 
the ‘House in this matter or whether 


| 
| 


| 
| 


Whereupon Mr. SP£AKER adjourne] the 


when :;they approached or attacked | Hose without Question put, pursuant to 


him ‘on the Zsubject they 
referred to som2 other 
becaus? of the change; 
been mare. 


Mr, Berridye. 


which 


would bejthe Osdor o| 
department i July. 
had | 


the House of the 13th 


Adjourned ac ten minutes after 
Two o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Thursday, 26th July, 1906. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Sutton District Water Bill. 
from the Select Committee, with Amend- 
ments. 


Wallasey Tramways and 
, ments Bill [H.L.]; Commons 
nw . 
§ ments considered, and azreed to. 


Improve- 
Amend- 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill. 
The King’s consent signitied ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


South Wales Electrical Power Distri- 
bution Company Bill; Macclesfield and 
District Tramways Bill. Read 3°, with 
the Amendments, and passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 


Speech indicatcs revision by the Men 


North West London Railway Bill: 
Watford and Edeware Railway Bill. 
Read 3*, with the Amendments ; further 


a 


Amendments made; Bills passed, and 
returned to the Commons. 
Western Valleys 


(Monmouthshire) 


Sewerage Board Bill [H.1.}. Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with 


Amendments. ‘The said Amendments 


considered, and agreed to. 


commencement ot 


Edinburgh Corporation Bil! 
= from the Commons with the 


- ments agreed to. 
2 : 


Nie 


Returned 
Amend- 


~; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
§ (No. 7) Bill. Read 3" (according to 
“ order), with the Amendments, and 


” passed, and returned to the Commons. 


Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Gas) Bill. House in Committee 
(according to order). Amendments 
made, Standing Committee negatived. 
The Report of Amendments to be 
received To-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EGYPT, NO. 3 (1906), 
Correspondence respecting the attack 
on British Officers at Denshawai. 


VOL. CLXI. [FourrH Sertes.} 


{26 JuLy 1906} 


| 
| 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


1‘, and to be printed. 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES) 
No. 3680. Russia (Taganrog). 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 
Thirty-fourth Annual Report for the 
year 1904-1905. Supplement containing 
the report of the medical officer for 


Reported | 1904-1905. 


LAND LAW (IRELAND) ACT, 1887. 

Return of the number of. eviction 
notices filed during the quarter ended 
30th June, 1906. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
(IRELAND). 
Annual Report for the year ended 
March 1906, 


PRISONS (IRELAND). 
Twenty-eighth Report of the Generai 
Prisons Board, Ireland, 1905-1906. 
Presented {by Command], and ordered 
to lie upon the Table. 


POST OFFICE (STATUTORY RULES 
AND ORDERS. 1906). 
No. 523. The 


Telegraph (Foreign 


Written Telegram) Regulations, 1906, 
dated 16th July, 1906. 
SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 
Order made by the council of the 


borough of Nelson, and confirmed with 
certain Amendments by the Secretary of 
State for the Home Departinent, fixing 
the hours of closing for certain shops 
within the borough. 

Laid hefore the House (pursuant te 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


DOGS BILL. 


Brought from the Commons, and rea‘ 
1*; to be printed, and to he read 2* To 


morrow, ( The hurl Cun rington.) (No. 
175.) 
CHARITABLE LOAN SOCIETIES 


(IRELAND) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons, and read 
(No. 176.) 


CROWN LANDS BILL. 


Brought ‘rom the Commons, and read 
1‘, and to be jvinted. (No. 177.) 


27 








Prevention 
POST OFFICE (LITERATURE FOR THE 
BLIND) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 


1*; to be printed, and to be read 2* on 
Monday next. (The Lord Granard (E. 


firanard|.) (Ne. 178.) 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 


[SECOND READING). 


Order of the day for the Second 


Reading read. 


THe Eart of GRANARD: My 
Lords, this Bill is of a purely Depart- 
mental nature. It becomes necessary 
from time to time for the Postmaster- 
General to acquire new sites and new 
premises owing either to the growth of 
lost Ottice work or the increase of popu- 
lation, This 
which was brought in by Lord Stanley 
ii 104, and it has passed the House of 
(oimmons without amendment. 


Moved “That the Bill be now read 
28 (ihe Earl of (rranurd.) 


On Question, Bill read 2* and com- 
mitted for Monday next. 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE ACT (1882) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 

Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read, 

THe LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, the object of this Bill is to amend 
Section 82 of the Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882. The Bill provides that a 


banker receives payment of a crossed | 
cheque for a customer within the meaning | 


of Section 12 of the Bills of Ex- 
change Act, 1882, notwithstanding | 


that he credits his customer’s account 
with the amount of the cheque before 
receiving payment thereof. There have 
been many representations to the effect 
that the present state of the law as 
declared by your Lordships’ House is 
unfair to bankers, and a Bill similar to 
this one was introduced by the noble and 
learned Earl who occupied the Woolsack 
last year. I think it right and proper 
that such a Bill should pass, and [ hope 


{LORDS} 


Bill is similar to the one | 


of Corruption Bill, 


your Lordships will give it a Second 
Reading. 
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Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 2%.” 
—(The Lord Chancellor). 


On Question, Bill read 2" (according 
to order), and committed to a Committee 
ot the Whole House to-morrow. 


STATUTE LAW REVISION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR: My 
Lords, the object of this Bill is further to 
promote the revision of the Statute Law 
by repealing enactments which have 
ceased to be in force or have become 
unnecessary. This Bill has been passed 
by your Lordships on two previous 
occasions on the Motion of the noble and 
learned Earl the late Lord Chancellor. I 
have promised to consider certain Amend- 
ments when the Committee stage is 
reached, and I hope to have the assist- 
ance of Lord Robertson, whose great 
experience will be invaluable, in consider- 
ing those Amendments; but for the 
present I hope your Lordships will not 
place any difficulty in the way of again 
passing the Second Reading of the Bill. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 2%.” 
—(The Lord Chancellor.) 


On Question, Bill read 2* (according to 
order) and committed to a Committee of 


the Whole House. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION 
BILL. [4.1.] 


Order of the Day read for the con- 
sideration of Commons Amendments. 


THE Earn or HALSBURY: My 
Lords, I propose to move that this House 
do agree with the Commons in their 
Amendments. One is a privilege Amend- 
ment with reference to finance, and, of 
course, could not have been introduced 
in this House. But, with reference to 
the substantial Amendment, I have to 
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observe that it is the law already. The | 
gentleman who in the other House moved | 
the introduction of it probably was not | 
aware that the exact. Amendment in 
terms occurs in another Act. That was 
the only reason why it was not introduced 
originally in this Bill. But as I would 
rather get the Bill with a redundant 
section in it than not get it at all, [ move 
that this House agree with the Commons 
in their Amendments. 


Religious Instruction 


Moved, “That the House do agree 
with the Commons in their Amend- 
ments “—(Z'he Barl of Halsbury,) 


On (Question, Motion agreed to, 


SCHOOLS. 


*THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY : My Lords, in rising to call 
attention to the published Returns on the 
subject of Regulations for Religious | 
Instruction in Council Schools, | wish to 
state at once that it is not my intention 
to say anything of a controversial charac- 
ter, except so far as controversy may | 
indirectly arise trom a mere statement of 
what seem to me to be the plain and 
indisputable facts. If controversy should 
arise afterwards, it must be, so far as [| 
am concerned, on the strength of these 
facts rather than because of any wish on 
my part to raise controversial issues. 


The facts of the case are these. 
nine weeks ago I asked for, and the noble 
Earl the Lord President of the Council 
most kindly assented to produce, a Return, 
which should show what is, as a matter | 
of fact, the religious teaching now given | 
in the council schools throughout the 
land ; and I hope I may be allowed for a | 
moment to congratulate and thank both | 
the noble Earl and the staff at the Board | 
of Education for the promptitude and the | 
fullness with which they have obtained | 
that information, and for the way in| 
which they have made it accessible to | 
your Lordships in a space of time which, 
unless my experience is mistaken, is very 
much less than that which is usually 
required for the compilation of statistics 
so voluminous. I have further to thank 
the noble Earl for his courtesy in giving 
me the advantage of a few hours over the 
rest of your Lordships by sending me the 
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proof of the document before it was 
finally printed off. I am, therefore, in a 
position of some little advantage, by a 
few hours at least, over the rest of your 
Lordships in my knowledge of the facts 
to which | wish to call attention. 


in Council Schools. 


Iam quite sure it is not necessary to 
apologise for calling attention at this 
particular juncture to these detailed facts, 
because the position in which we stand 
is this. In a few days we are, as 
we unofficially know, to be invited to 
assent to a proposal which takes the form 
of transferring to the local education 
authorities the control of religious educa- 


tion now exercised by the trustees or 


managers of the denominational schools 
of the country. There are, of course, 


| large and noteworthy exceptions which 
RELIGIOUS INSTRUCTION IN COUNCIL | 


are meant to become operative if the 
proposal were carried out; but such, in 
general terms, is the proposal that is 
made. It is sometimes put in the form 
that we shall be asked, or the country 
will be asked, to allow that in our 
elementary schools simple Bible teaching 
shall be given in lieu of Church dogma— 


/a statement of the case so preposterous 


that I almost shrink from quoting it. As 
though simple Bible teaching had not 
heen the backbone of the whole religious 
instruction that has been given in Church 
schools for generations past ! 


I am not going now into the merits of 
the proposal that a transfer should take 
place of jurisdiction in these matters from 
the present holders of that power to the 
authorities of the county councils. I am 
not at present going to say whether | 
think the proposal good or evil. Oppor- 
tunity for that will be offered hereafter, 


and I think I shall ask your Lordships to 


'let me avail myself of it pretty fully. 


Let us to-night entirely dismiss the ques- 
tion as to whether the proposed transfer or 
change is a good one or a badone. Some 
people will say that it is a good thing to 
do; and some that it is a bad thing to 
do; but everybody, whether he thinks 
it good or bad, at least desires, I imagine, 


| to know what it is that we are invited 


to do; that is to say, what will be the 
working, as far as experience can tell us, 
of the new authority who will be asked 
to become responsible in the main for the 
religious teaching in what would then be 
called the transferred schools ; what, in 
short, does the term “religious teaching in 


222 
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council schools” really mean or connote | 
as we use it now 4 


There are two groups of contradictory 
critics upon the subject of religious 


teaching as given in council schools 
to-day. There are those who, taking a 
very strong view upon the subject, 


regard that teaching as so erroneous in 
its character, so misleading in its range, 
that it becomes practically worthless, or, | 
as some would say, even in its degree | 
harmful when used in our schools. On 
the other hand it is contended that this 
particular form of teaching is quite ex- | 
cellent, that it is the very thing that | 
corresponds with the general wish of the 
English people, that it is the very thing 
tnat we ought to desire to see everywhere, 
and that we should thankfully welcome 
such a change; and we are frequently 
told, as I have said, that it means the 
substitution of simple Bible teaching for | 
Church dogma. That is the most mis- 
leading account of it that could possibly be | 
given, but whether I look at one of these 
extremes or the other, I am bound to | 
say that I personally differ from both 
of them, and I venture to think that the | 
generalisations upon that subject to which 
the extreme partisans on either side have 
given utterance are largely based wpon 
an insufficient study of the actual facts | 
as they are. Therefore it was that I | 
asked that this Return might be presented 
to Parliament, and I welcome the fact 
that it is before us to-day. 


The Blue-books which are now in your 
Lordships’ hands give us full informa- 
tion on this subject, but they do not give 
it at the first glance. They will not give 
it on an easy or cursory view. They 
require a good deal of study and critical 
investigation before we are able to 
arrive at a conclusion which is of real 
value upon the basis of what has now 
been placed in our hands. I know that 
many of those who have looked through 
the pages and found one page after another 
filled with a complete and formulated 
system of biblical instruction, accom- 
panied by admirable prayers and sugges- 
tions for moral teaching and the rest, 
say— 

“ What more can anybody want than this?” 

One critic said to me an hour ago,— 

“T only wish I had been taught anything 
like it at my public school.” 

I do not controvert any satisfactory 
impression which may be derived from 


The Lord Archbishop of Cunter/ury. 
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a eursory study of the pages. of this. 
rather voluminous Return. | am thank- 
ful to know, in this official way, how 


in Couneil Schools. 


'many of the local education. authorities 
| throughout 


England have recognised 
what I am quite certain is the. feeling 
of the English people in favour of 
religious instruction ; how they have set 
that forth in carefully drawn syllabus after 
syllabus; and how they have in many 
cases endeavoured to secure that it shall 


be efficiently and satisfactorily taught. 


I would go further still. I can speak 
from some little knowledge of what was 
the case in some of the small country 
school boards where this kind of matter, 
and, indeed, all educational matters, were 
treated in a very cavalier and unsatis- 
factory manner; and I rejoice to recog- 
nise the gain which in such cases arises 


|from the incorporation of these little 


bodies under the larger authorities, 
which now deal with the subject for 
the county as a whole and require 


them to follow a religious syllabus which 
that authority lays down. But before 
you come toa decision as to this being 
on the whole a satisfactory state of 


| matters which is. disclosed to us in the 


Blue-book, I am quite certain that you 
want to give to it more detailed considera- 
tion, more critical investigation of detail, 
than has been practicable for those in 


/whose hands the Blue-book has only 
| been for a few hours. 


I put it, roughly, thus. There are 
in England and Wales, in round numbers, 
about 300 educational areas, each with 
its own authority. In a great majority 
of these, religious teaching of some sort is 
now being given, being enjoined by the 
authority. There are a few marked and 
noteworthy exceptions, chiefly in Wales. 
In Cardiganshire, for instance, out of 
seventy five schools, there are sixty in 
which no religious education of any kind 
is given. That is stated specifically in 
the Blue-book. In Carmarthenshire, out 
of 104 schools, there are sixty-nine in 
which no religious education of any kind 
is given, and that under the sanction and 
authority of the local education authority, 
to whom, remember, transfer would be 
made of the schools which are now, 
as regards religious instruction, under 


Church control, Roman Catholic control, 


or denominational control of some kind. 
But I do not propose to expand that 
point. I am the less ready to speak 
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about Wales because | know how much 
‘expert knowledge is required for any due 
treatment of Welsh questions, and 
there are present several of my episcopal 
brethren from Wales, and we may hear a 
statement from one of them on this point. 


Religious Instruction 


Out of those 300 areas, in the great 
majority of which religious education is 
given, only about one-third provide for 
the religious instruction being inspected, 
and that is the real point to which [ wish to 
call your Lordships’ attention. The re- 
ligious syllabuses, however excellent, and 
the regulations about religious instruction, 
however clear, are deprived of a great 
part of their value if there is no inspec- 
tion whatever as to how far the syllabus 
is being carried out. To give a syllabus 
of religious instruction and regulations as 
to how it is to be carried out, without 
arranging for any inspection or examina- 
tion vf the results, is, to my mind, 
unfair all round, It is unfair to the 
public, because the public are unaware 
how far what they see upon paper 
is actually being done in the schools 
if the instruction is not inspected. — [t 
is unfair to the parents, because the 
parent, who may trust to the syllabus as 
he sees it published, has no means of 
knowing whether the teacher is really 
imparting it to his child or not. 


But, above all, it is untair to the 
‘teachers, and especially to the young 
teachers. No teacher ought to be sub- 
jected to the temptation, tor it is nothing 
less, of dealing imadequately with one 
branch of his or her responsibilities, 
because he or she knows that that part 
will never be inquired about or inspected. 
We have to deal with a large number 
of young people, upon whom great pressure 
is being brought with regard to the 
teaching of secular subjects. If they 
are exposed to the temptation of putting 
alongside the inspected work the religious 
teaching which is not to be inspected at 
all, they are under a temptation to which 
I say we have no right to subject them. 
It is unfair to them again, because we 
necessarily lead them to regard in- 
stinctively as unimportant a branch of 
work which nobody cares to inspect. 
It is unfair to them, lastly, because 


there is no possibility of knowing which | 
'anvone to examine in detail what has 


teacher is doing the work well and which 
teacher is doing the work ill, and, there- 
fore, of rewarding by commendation or 
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ibe giving it 
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otherwise those who are throwing their 
heart into the work assigned to them. 


It is important, therefore, if inspection 
is so vital a thing, that we should realise 
how far it is at present being carried out. 
I therefore ask your Lordships to note 
the figures upon that point. There are 
in England and Wales 327 education 
authorities. Of those thirty-four have 
no Provided schools, There are thus 


293 education authorities which have 
Provided schools in their area. Of these 
293 authorities, 225 issue regulations 


about religious teaching, and sixty-eight 
issue no regulations. Of the 225 which 
issue regulations, exactly 100 make 
arrangements for inspection of the 
teaching given: 125 do not. It will 
thus be seen that about two-thirds 
—the exact numbers are 193 as against 
100—either enjoin religious — instrue- 
tion which is not inspected or make no 
arrangements for such instruction at all. 
That fact must materially affect the 
judgment which we form upon the admir- 
able accounts given to us in this Return 
of the instructions laid down by the 
education authorities as to what ought to 
be done. 


Uninspected teaching is always apt to 


to vrow either slack or non-existent. 


The teachers who at this moment 
give religious teaching are in a 
large measure trained for that par- 
ticular task. The teachers who will 


in the future will be in an 
increasing degree untrained in that 
particular form of duty, and if that be so, 
we do not require a great experience of 
human nature to see where the peril lies 
when the work of a trained teacher in 
secular matters is to be accompanied by 
the work of the same teacher in other 
matters for which he or she has not been 
trained, and about which there will be 
no inquiry whatever as to how it is being 
done. I desire to avoid generalities and to 
give you examples of what [mean. There 
are some education authorities 
whose work I for one have always 
commended. So far as the law allows, 
teachers, keen, honourable, conscientious, 
and for the most part in the past trained 
to their task, have done their very best 
and done it admirably. I would ask 


> 


local 


happened in our great towns, in London, 
Liverpool, Southampton, and many more, 








1379 Lieliyious Instruction 


and see how well the time 


spent by the result of the inspection 
which has been made of it by qualified 
people whose reports are accessible to 
all. 


And so with the counties. At 
this moment the work being done, on the 
lines of the syllabuses here set forth, in 
Surrey, in Hampshire, in Oxfordshire, in 
a part of Lincolnshire, and in many other 
places, is as good as the law as it at 
present stands allows it to be. I said 
one part of Lincolnshire, and I would like 
to rest a moment 
example of the haphazard good or bad 
fortune which may arise in a particular 
county with regard to the educational 
work. Lineolnshire has three education 
authorities. One of these sets forth a 
very careful syllabus and has the work 
done under that syllabus carefully in- 
spected and examined. ‘The other two 
authorities have no syllabus and practi- 
cally no regulations at all. I know 
nothing as to the reasons for this 
difference, but I imagine that it may 
be due simply to the fact that on one 
of these three education authorities there 
happen to be some men who are keen 
about this matter and set it forward. | 
do not want to dwell wearisomely upon 
the statistics of different places. Some 
of the work is quite excellent, and I re- 
peat again what I have many times said 
as to the commendation which I for one 
am prepared to offer of that work when 
competently done by trained teachers 
under inspection. But all those conditions 
are wanted. 


Now, with regard to the other set of 
education authorities : those, | mean, who 
make no arrangement for inspection. The 
accounts about them are, of course, diffi- 
cult to obtain, and they vary considerably 
in detail. 
be a discussion on this subject I myself 
set on foot an inquiry of my own, ina 
very unotticial and amateur kind of way, as 
to what was happening in a few counties 
and boroughs indifferent parts of England, 
taken almost at random, and I especially 
avoided, in the inquiry which I addressed 
to some of those who I thought could help 
me, giving any,lead in the matter beyond 
simply asking what was the nature of the 
instruction given, whether it was in- 
spected, and if so, with what results. My 
inquiry, I do not deny, was specially 


Lhe Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 


devoted to | 
religious teaching is shown to have been | 
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directed to some of those places in which 
I thought it not improbable that there 
would be no inspection, but about which 
we had, until this Blue-book was 
published, no ofticial knowledge one way 
or the other. The replies that have been 
sent to me are very numerous and volu- 
minous. They are necessarily of a 
confidential character, because they come 
largely from teachers in schools, members 
of local education authorities, and school 
managers. I therefore do not feel 
myself at liberty, with fairness, to mention 
publicly the names of those who have given 
me this information, or the particular 
borough or county to which they refer ; 
but lest I should be supposed to he pos- 
sibly misleading someone by reference to 
letters which are in that sense anonymous, 
I will, with the greatest pleasure, place 
the actual letters themseves in the hands 
of the noble Earl the Lord Presi¢ent of 
the Council or any other competent 
authority who will respect their con- 
fidential character. 


I would ask your Lordships, that 
being so, to pardon me if | make a few 
quotations and say a word or two about 
them. Some of them deal with matters 
which may seem trivial. If you take it 
by itself, an account of somebody’s visit 
to a school and what he or she 
found there on a particular day 
is a petty matter, but it is because it is 
given in this personal and detailed man- 
ner that it seems to me to have a special 
illustrative value of its own. Here is an 
account of one large town in England by 
a most competent observer. He says— 

‘No syllabus or instruction of any descrip- 


in Council Schools. 


| tion has ever been issued by the Education 


As soon as I knew there would | 


Committee in regard to the religious instruc- 
tien in the council schools of the borough, the 
head teacher in each of such schools having 
an absolutely free hand in the matter. There 
is no inspection and no special supervision 
of the religious teaching in such schools. An 
attempt was made about three years ago to have: 
a definite scheme of religious teaching adopted, 
and copies of other schemes were procured 
and circulated amongst the members of the 
Education Committee. For some reason, 
however, these schemes were not even discussed, 
and the matter was allowed to drop, the 
inference being that no member had the 
couraye to introduce the subject in the face- 
of probable acrimonious opposition on the one 
hand or absolute indifference on the other.” 


Turning to another large borough, the 
information in my possession is to the 
effect that a syllabus is published— 
it will be found in the Blue-book—but 
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there is no inspection of any kind. A 
highly qualified informant tells me that 
this— 

“acts as a deterrent and probably justifies 
the prevailing view that in many schools the 
whole subject is largely shelved.” 


Religious Instruction 
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He gives instances, from which I take | 


the following. 


“The lessons are regularly given in my 
schools. The head teacher goes round to see 
that this is done. Formerly the Board In- 


A headmistress says— 


spector made periodical visits during the time | 


for religious teaching, and reported adversely 
if the time table were broken. For the past 
five years or more no such visit has been paid. 
The whole thing has gone to sleep. Practically 
it depends upon the voluntary effort of the 
head teacher.” 


In another school in the same borough, 
where, as I have said, there is an ample 
syllabus, the report is— 
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trying to teach ‘There is a green hill.’ in 
another the religious instruction took the fort: 
of the children singing one hymn atter anothe: 
while the teacher prepared the sewing. It was 
a typical case of a non-religious atmosphere 
As for the pupil teachers being regularly pu: 
on to take the seripture lesson, the case is 
really worse than it appears, for in this region, 
including several big towns, there is no reli- 
gious teaching whatever in the pupil teache: 
centres ; teachers are being turned out whole- 
sale, absolutely ignorant ot the Bible, more so 
than anyone would believe who is not in 
personal touch with them.” 


A letter from a real educationist in a 
large town in another part of England 
describes how a leading headmaster 
happened to be Secretary to the Social 
Democratic Federation, and goes on to 
say— 

‘Shortly afterwards [ found the syllabus of 
religious instruction was removed from the 


| hoard where it had hitherto invariably been 


“In the upper classes there is Bible reading | 


only ; no teaching ; questions are discouraged. ” 
In another school the headmistress 
sayvs— 


‘A syllabus is carried out because I insist. 
If [did not it would slide. ‘ Let sleeping dogs 
lie’ is the policy, Bible reading only obtains 
in many standards.” 

In another— 

“In the Girls Department Bible reading 
takes place, and to all intents and purposes is 
simply a reading lesson in all standards except 
1 and 2, where simple teaching is given. 
Questions are discouraged.” 


In another— 

“The definite tradition of the school is 
simple Bible reading without any distinct 
explanations.” 

The mistress says she boldly departs 
from this tradition, though not supposed 
to. She is acquainted with teachers in 
the borough who order the children to 
read through six or seven verses of the 
Bible, and then close the religious teaching, 
regarding this as sufficient, and she adds— 

“The tendency of the religious teaching 
generally is to degenerate into a reading class.” 

A lady writing from another large town 
says, and this is one of the cases in which 
I have described the details as trifling, 
but not for that reason insignificant— 

“‘T vouch for the strict accuracy of the facts, 
and could give many more like them. During 
the supposed scripture time I found the head- 
mistress of an infant school preparing in the 
central hall a selected number of children for 
some entertainment to the music of a highland 


jig. This was di-tinctly audible in all the 
class-rooms. In one the teacher was really 


/ under the auspices of the Social Demociati 


found, and a syllabus of lectures to be given 


al! 
Alin 


Federation at their rooms in -——— 
——., was in its place. The headmaster’ 
explanation was ‘that the syllabus was dirty 
and another was being made out. The Social 
Democratic Federation syllabus had been put 
up cemporarily because it was of an educa- 
tional character, and the religious instruction 
was being giver as usual’.” 


The writer continues— 


“ Another school in the borough had twenty 
minutes allotted to religious instruction (9 to 
9.20a.m.) on its time table, but for months from 
its opening none had been given. I paid it # 
visit between 9and 9.20a.m. Secular subjects 
only were being taught. [notified the fact in the 
log book. Afterwards the religious instruction 
was regularly given. . . The local education 
authority is fair as local education authorities 
go, but far from sympathetic with denomina- 
tional schools, ana not much so with religious 
education. One of them with marked approval 
stated, ‘ religion isa matter of the heart.’ This 
truism, however, was marred by its application, 
which was to have no religious instruction at 
our pupil teachers’ centre. The Council, not- 
withstanding that a combined meeting of 
denominational managers—Church of England, 
Roman Catholic and Wesleyan—sent a deputa- 
tion to urge that the pupil teachers should 
receive religious instruction, absolutely refused 
in a contemptuous manner the request. I have 
no reason to think that any member of the local 
education authority interests himself in the 
giving of the religions instruction in the council 
schools. On the other hand, | have cause to 
believe that a teacher who gave distinetive 
Christian teaching would be liable to unpleasant 
attention for introducing ‘dogmas.’ The clergy 
had much to do with keeping up the religious 
teaching in board schools. They cannot be 
elected to councils of boroughs and county 
boroughs. Outside the council their influence 
on the local education authority is little or 1. 
The School Board would aliow no 
common religious syllabus nor any examination 
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or inspection of the relizious instruction. Our 
“pponents said, ‘The inanagers must see that 
itis properly given.’ Hence my efforts as a 
manager. ‘The local education authority 
nominally continue the same system, but the 
‘nanagers to interest themselves are not to be 
found.” 

In another large borough there is a 
strange contrast between what is done for 
the quite little children, and what is done 
for the bigger ones 





“Even thongh in the lower part of the 

Higher Grade School prayers and hymns were 
said and sung, and Bible teaching given 
iccording to a scheme agreed upon from the 
first, yet when the upper part of this school was 
made a Science Department all religious 
observances were, and have since been, ex- 
eluded from this department. This is a most 
unfortunate state of things, for children of 
eleven or thirteen years of age, transferred from 
any of the Elementary Schools to this Science 
School then cease to receive any religious 
instruction of any kind, and never hear a 
prayer nor sing a hymn in school.” 
What must the effect of all this be on the 
mind of an intelligent boy or girl? I will 
now read a portion of a public letter which 
appeared in the papers a few months ago. 
The writer, a teacher, said— 

** Everybody knows that there is only one 

solution—Secular Education. Is the time ripe 
for it? The Trades Unions and all the pro- 
gressive forces in the country think it is... 
What better way of making a bigot could be 
devised than that of teaching a child the myths 
with which the Bible teems? It is said that 
there is no religious difficulty inside the schools, 
Then teachers must have elastie consciences. 
Is it no ditiiculty to require an educated man 
or woman to teach defenceless children as 
iacts——” 
The writer here mentions a series of Old 
and New Testament narratives, in prose 
and poetry, chosen with a strange ignor- 
ance of their real character and explana- 
tion, and includes, at the close, the 
narratives of the Lesurrection and 
Ascension of our Lord— 

“The fight is between superstition and 
reason, between mystery and truth, between 
darkness and light. Bible teaching, if 
such there must be, is the work of parsons, 
Let teachers say, ‘away with it.’ ” 

[ commend the gentleman who wrote 
that letter for his straightforward candour. 
My point is not to condemn him for saying 
what he believes, but to point out that he 
is not merely the head of a higher grade 
school, but the chosen authority at the 


head of the pupil teachers department in | 


that borough. That means that the local 

authority, knowing his opinions, entrusts 

him with the training of pupil teachers 

who are going to be charged with the 
Lhe Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 
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responsibility of giving religious teaching. 
And to that authority among others the 


Church will be asked to transfer her 
schools. A man writes from another large 


town— 


‘There is no syllabus at present in the 
Council Schools in this town. The teachers 
are authorised to read a passage of Scripture 
and explain it. Consequently there is Bible 
teaching of a sort in some of the schools, and 
There is no inspection 
or examination of any kind. A Nonconformist 
parent—principal reporter to the Radical 
paper here—complained bitterly to me the 
other day, and said he sent his younger chil- 
dren to the Church school, and would sign the 
petition which we were then organising (in 
tavour of the continuance of denomina- 
tional teaching), because he found that his 
daughter, who had been during the whole 
of her childhood in Council Schools, did 
not know the simplest facts of Bible 
history. £.9., she asked him who Samson 
was, and what his history was, when she 
Was fifteen years old. Her father said to 
me, ‘I do net agree with everything that is 
tavght in your schools, as you know, but I 
Want to sign this petition because [ regard the 
continuance of the Church Schools as the only 
remaining guarantee for any religious teaching 
This from 
Radical Non- 


a middle-aged, intelligent, 


conformist.” 
My correspondent goes on to say— 


‘Lattach very little value to the religious 
teaching in the Council Schools here. No 
doubt, if they so wish, the teachers can give a 
good deal of good teaching under a loose 
system such as ours, but the temptation to omit 
it altogether is too great for the majority of 
them. May I add—what [ have no doubt 
others will have pointed out—that a syllabus, 
however good, is of little value unless there is 
really adequate inspection.” 

I now come to my last quotation, and 
I must apologise if 1 have wearied your 
Lordships. A member of the National 
Union of Teachers, and a keen promoter 
of educational progress in all ways, who 
is in touch with the schools and teachers 
in a very large borough, says— 

“The syllabus of religious instruction is 
satisfactory, but the way it is carried out is in 
inany cases deplorable as regards both teach- 
ing and examining. ‘There are teachers who 
do not scruple tu use their power of teaching 
the Bible to undermine the children’s faith m 
the Resurrection, and who definitely teach 
such a view as, ¢.y., that Jesus Christ was a 
man who ‘thought He was sent by God, and 
He was not; just as Mahomet thought 
he was a man sent by God and he 
was not.’ There is not the slightest 
reason to suppose that any of these would 
refuse to give the Bible lesson, and some wel- 
vome it as an opportenity for denials, All 
this takes place in spite of a youd syllabus, 
when there is no assurance that teachers 
believe what they teach. [t is appalling 
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to think what the results of Bible teaching on At present there are in England 


the minds ot our children will be when the 
influence of Church Sghools and Training Col- 
leges has been swept away, and ‘no test’ reli- 
vious instruction has become established in all 
schools alike.” 


These last two letters have led me a little 
off the line which I had desired to take. 
The writers have been expressing opinions. 
Those opinions may be right or wrong. 
That is not the point I am pressing to- 
day. What I want is to show how, as a 
matter of fact, some council teaching is 
being regarded by capable and competent 
men. This fact ought to be in your Lord- 
ships minds when criticising the Return 
relating to syllabuses. I ask your Lord- 
ships to make inquiries on this subject for 
yourselves and find out what is being 


done. You will find, for example, that 
there is a very large number of 
schools in which under the — present 


authority no Bibles are issued to the 
children. There is a Bible for the teacher 
only. 


It may, of course, be said that when 
one has to deal with a large number 
of people it is always possible to 
rake together a few unsatisfactory or even 
scandalous examples. It would be most 
unfair, it may be said, to condemn 
Cowper - Temple, or council teaching 
wholesale on suchaground. I agree ; | 
am doing nothing of the kind. I have 
not made to-day, nor will I now make, 
any general observation on the good- 
badness of Cowper - Temple 
teaching. I am_ pointing out that 
these syllabuses do not correspond in 
fact with what is done, though, of 
course, the local education authority, 
perhaps from indifference, is, in many 
cases, unaware of the fact. I recognise 
the principle that de minimis non curat 
kv, But I have shown that under 
the regulations of two-thirds of the 
local education authorities in England 


ness or 


there is no religious inspection for 
which they take responsibility. There- 


fore the peril, if it exists at all, is 
on a scale which cannot be spoken 
of as insignificant, but calls for careful 


consideration before we make up our 
minds about the proposals which are 
some day to come before us. I ask 


your Lordships to weigh these facts and 
tendencies before you make up your 
minds what decision you will take re- 


garding these proposals, 


in round numbers 6,000 provided schools 
and 14,000 non-provided schools. In 
connecticn with the 14,000 non-provided 
schools there are trust deeds which 
guarantee that there shall be religious 
teaching. If it were to cease, or to 
be neglected, the trustees or managers 
would, | suppose, be liable to a process 
of law. We are not going to be 
asked to say that those schools shall be 
transferred as regards their religious 
teaching to the guardianship of authorities 
as to Whom | have shown what is possible. 
I am not arguing to-day against that 
transfer, but l urge your Lordships before 
consenting to it to weigh the facts, so 
that vou may take any step which 
you take with your eves open, and 
not act on the strength of any easy 


phrase about what is called simple 
Bible teaching in the schools. In the 
last tew hours a Return has’ been 


made relating to the teaching in Church 
schools. I have not had time to examine 
it thoroughly, but it seems to show 
nothing but what I believe to be 
entirely accurate. The Church schools, 
Lz,¥u in number, are all inspected and 
reported upon. What I cal! attention to, 
as our danger in this matter, is this, that, 
excellent as the teaching exhibited in these 
Blue-hooks may be, we have no means of 
knowing how far it is being practically 
given, 


THE LORD BISHOP orsr. ASAPH : 
My Lords, may I, in the fewest possible 
words, give the evidence attorded by 
Wales, which is in many ways typical and 
significant ! For comparison ic may be 
useful to recall the fact that the Blue-book 
of 1895 showed that there were 336 
school board districts in Wales and Mon- 


mouthshire. In 12s of them the bible was 
not read, in 140 it was read without 
comment; that is, in 268 out of 336 


school board districts the Bibie was not 
read at all, or read without comment, 
while in 324 out of 336 there was no 
examination in religious knowledge. 


The Return which has just been issued 
invites some comments, which I venture 
tomake, I amamember of the Flintshire 
Education Committee, who did me the 
honour of electing me as chairman of the 
sub-committee appointed to draft a 
syllabus of religious instruction for the 
provided schools. During last month | 
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have acquired reliable information from 
every parish in my diocese as to the 
religious instruction actually given in the 
provided schools. The religious syllabus 
unanimously adopted by the sub-com- 
mittee of which I was chairman was 
satisfactory, and included for the five 
upper standards the Apostles’ Creed. 
The sub-committee also resolved that an 
examination should be made in religious 
knowledge. The Education Committee 
adopted the syllabus, with the omission 
of the Apostles’ Creed. This was not 
pressed to a division, but I have good 
reason to believe that on a division it 
would have been carried. 


It is my belief that an honest effort has 
been made in Flintshire to carry out the 
syllabus, but I must also add that Flint- 
shire stands quite alone in Wales in the 
conciliatory spirit in which it has dealt 
with this subject. It is true that there are 
very few provided schools in Flintshire. 
My inyuiries show that in forty-three out 
of fifty-three school board districts in the 
diocese there is no examination in religious 
knowledge. There are thirty where there 
is no regular Bible reading, and twenty- 
three where the bible is read occasionally 
or regularly. In my opinion there is a 
great gap between the syllabus on paper 
and the syllabus as actually taught in the 
schools. Even in the schools where 
religious instruction is professedly given, 
there is the greatest possible variety in 
the type and character of the instruction 
given. Ina very few cases it seems to 
be real and substantial as far as it goes. 
In the majority of cases it is spasmodic 
and fragmentary, and in not more than 
5 per cent. of the schools in Wales is it 
of any special value. 

I am told by a well-informed correspon- 
dent that in the provided schools in his 
parish the master, on his own responsi- 
bility, teaches the children, in his own 
words, certain parables and miracles from 
the New Testament. Another informant, 
equally competent, tells me that the Bible 
is allowed to be read in the provided 
schools in his parish without comment ; 
and he adds this fact, which I believe to be 
not uncommon, that the scripture lesson 
is given in a perfunctory manner, not 50 
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per cent. of the children being present. | 


Although the schools rank high for 
regular attendance, no special effort is 
made to get the scholars to be present at 
the scripture lesson. My own experience, 


The Lord Bishop cf St. Asaph. 


in Council Schools. 


and the evidence which reaches me from 
many quarters, conyinces me that local 
education authorities lack that unity of 
purpose which is so essential to make 
religious instruction of any value. 

Much has been said about the work of 
Sunday schools, especially in Wales. His 
(srace the Archbishop of Canterbury has 
already referred to Cardiganshire, in 
which sixty out of seventy-five schools 
have no religious instruction. I have 
consulted the year books of the leading 
Nonconformist bodies in Wales for 
1905 and 1895, and in the county 
of Cardiganshire the Sunday — schools 
during those ten years show an 
actual decrease in the number of mem- 
bers ; taking the figures for the whole of 
the body, not only in Wales but in 
England, their Sunday school membership 
only shows an increase of 12,000, which is 
contined to the counties of Glamorgan- 
shire and Monmouthshire, where the 
population during that period increased 
hy 200,000. Inthe Welsh Nonconformist 
Sunday schools a very large number, 
often the majority, of the members are 
adults, and when you add to the short 
time given to religious instruction the 
fact that so many of the teachers are ill- 
equipped to give instruction, I think it 
will be seen that the suggestion is a very 
unreal one that the Sunday schools, even 
in Wales, adequately provide for the 
religious instruction of the young. 


In all the official defences which I have 
recently seen of undenominationalism | 
have not seen it stated that such teaching 
must, of necessity, include the teaching 
of the central doctrine of Christianity. 
In Wales the drift and the tendency of the 
undenominational mind was graphically 
illustrated to me by a leading Noncon 
formist in Wales, when I was urging upon 
him that Christian teaching without its 
essential doctrine was of very little value. 
“Well,” he said—‘‘in our teaching we 


do not use the word Divinity ; we only 
talk of personality.” In that sub- 
stitution lies a grave warning. The 
arguments in favour of teaching what 
is called a common Christianity have 


the appearance of a broad charity which 
cannot but attract, but when practical 
work strips these theories of their 
plausibility, the conclusion is irresistibly 
borne in upon the mind that it is not the 
function of the State, even when repre- 
sented by local education authorities, te 
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determine the religious instruction to be 
given to the child. If religious instrue- 
tion is to be of any value, there 
must be behind it the propelling force of 
deep conviction, and conviction does not 
follow on the line of least resistance. 


Viscount HALIFAX: My Lords, I 
should like, if I may, to emphasise with 
all the force I can put into it the truth of 
the remarks which have fallen from the 
most rev. Primate the Archbishop of 
Canterbury. The syllabuses which have 
been published in the Blue-book lately 
placed in your Lordships’ hands may look 
very well on paper, but syllabuses on 
paper are one thing and the actual teach- 
ing given in the schools alluded to is very 
often quite another. That is a fact which 
anyone who has experience of the kind 
of teaching given in Beard schools can 
verify for himself, and I am quite sure 
your Lordships could do nothing more 
useful, in view of the discussion impend- 
ing next week, than to ascertain what is 
the kind of teaching actually given in 
many schools in regard to which the 
syllabuses look best on paper. 


There is another fact which it is very 
important we should remember. In_ so 
far as the undenominational teaching 
given in Board schools has preserved a 
sort of Christianity, and by Christianity 
I mean the doctrines of the Incarnation 
and the Atonement—in so far as that 
undenominational teaching has preserved 
a sort of Christianity, it is largely due to 
the fact that the teachers in the Board 
schools have been trained in Church train- 
ing colleges, and also to the fact that side 
by side with the Board schools there have 
existed Church schools which have kept 
up the whole standard of religious teach- 
ing. We know that those two securities 
are gravely threatened at the present 
time, and, whatever may be said as to the 
character of some of the teaching in Board 
schools in the past, that is no kind of 
security that under the proposed arrange- 
ment the teaching will continue of that 
character in the future. 


You may teach a child to know by 
heart portions of the Sermon on the 
Mount ; you may teach him many of the 
facts of Bible history ; but do you suppose 
that because you have done that you have 
really taught him the essential truths of 
the Christian religion which will help him 


| to live well and die well! Those who 
| know what religious education is, and 
| how children have to be taught, know 
| perfectly well that that kind of teaching 
| is practically useless when it comes to 
the crises of life. I am certain it cannot 
ibe denied that the undenominational 
| teaching given in Board schools has more 
and more tended to become simply moral 
| and ethical, and to eliminate those central 
doctrines of Christianity which constitute 
the Christian religion, and upon which 
the welfare of the children and of the 
State in future entirely depends. 


Lord BURGHCLERE: My Lords, 
it is with considerable hesitation, and 
-not a little diftidence, that I venture to 
address a few remarks to your Lordships 
on the subject which has been brought 
forward by the most rev. Primate ; and 
I should not do so had I not a suggestion 
to make which I venture to think is 
relevant, and which I should like, with 
all submission, to propose to your Lord- 
ships. 


My suggestion was prompted partly 
by the wise and moderate speech of the 
most rev. Primate, and partly by the 
remark which fell from the right rev. 
Prelate the Bishop of St. Asaph who 
followed him. With regard to inspection 
I would point out to the most rev. 
Primate that in one area at any rate in 
Lincolnshire, to which he referred, some 
of the school managers arrange for an 
examination to be conducted by the 
inspector for religious instruction of the 
Lincoln Diocesan Board, and that, I 
think, would be an inspection satisfactory 
to the Episcopal Bench. I find in this 
Blue-book that in another case inspection 
has been arranged for by three members. 
of the Church of England and three Non- 
conformists. That seems to me a mode 
of inspection, with regard to such a 
syllabus as probably existed in those 
schools, which might be of advantage. 


But the suggestion which I rise to 
make to your Lordships is simply this. 
| I think it will be admitted on all hands, 
that if there is one truth that has come 
out from all our debates on this vexed 
education question it is this, that the 
people of England—and when I speak of 
the people of England I do not adopt the 
usual practice of referring to those of my 
/own Party, but to the people of Englan& 
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almost unanimously—are determined that 
in our national education, enforced upon 
our people and paid for by the State, 
there shall be some form of religious 
education in the elementary schools ; and 
I venture to think that when they say 
religious education they mean Christian 
education. If that be so, surely the time 
has come when moderate men might 
consider whether it would not be possible 
to formulate a syllabus drawn up on 
authority which would be universally 
accepted. 


As we know, in the past there have 
been syllabuses circulated by the London 
School Board which received the adhesion 
of the Church of England and all the 
Free Churches. If that could be done in 
a population of one-sixth of the country, 
can it not be extended to cover all the 
elementary schools of the country ! The 
two Returns which we haye had on this 
subject on the Motion of the most rev. 
Primate, rather leads me to hope that 
such a solution will be possible, Part I. 
of the Return is the only one which | 
have been able to study exhaustively, 
because the other only appeared yester- 
day ; but it strikes me, from the ex- 
amination [ have been able to give to 


these syllabuses, that one thing 
undoubtedly comes out. The vast 


majority of the syllabuses issued by the 
local education authorities bear a striking 
resemblance to each other in their main 
principle, and not one contains anything 
which contradicts any denominational 
teaching which may hereafter be thought 
necessary. 


These syllabuses contain almost in 
variably the whole of the historical 
portions of the Old and New Testament. 
They contain the Decalogue, the Lord’s 
Prayer, the Sermon on the Mount, and 
the parables and miracles in the New 
Testament. I have not had the advantage 
of seeing the Return of the demonina- 
tional syllabuses, but I have seen the 
syllabus issued by the National Society, 
which institution, as your Lordships 
know, was originally instituted in order 
to teach the children of the poor the prin- 
ciples of the Church of England. There 
are differences between that syllabus 
and the syllabuses issued by the local 
education authorities, but anyone who 
examines them will be struck by the 
extraordinary similarity in many portions. 

Lord Burghelere. 
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In the syllabus issued by the National 
Society 1 find these words— 

* The teacher is reminded that a thorough 

knowledge of the Creed, the Lord’s Prayer, 
and the Ten Commandments will be of the 
highest value to the child in after life.” 
That seems to me to be the essential 
ground work on which the Christian 
education should be built up. It seems 
to me that it would be possible to appoint 
a body of Churchmen and Nonconformists 
who would draw up a syllabus acceptable 
tv both parties, and which might be 
universally adopted and so settle sectarian 
divisions in national education, 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : 
My Lords, I feel this is a very difficult 
subject to enter upon, and difficult to 
speak upon without going beyond the 
limits of the speech of the most rev, 
Primate. I know that it would be 
irregular if we were to enter into the 
matters which will be before us for debate 
next week or in the Autumn, and that 
the question before us to-day is that 
raised by the most rev. Primate. The 
main drift of his speech was that, what- 
ever the value of schemes of religious 
instruction drawn up by local education 
authorities may be, that value was wl, or 
at any rate, very small indeed, unless 
steps were taken to follow it up by care- 
ful inspection to test if the education was 
efficiently given. 


I cannot help thinking that the speech 
of the most rey. Primate may have sug- 
gested to some persons whether it might 
not be the duty of Parliament to interfere 
in this matter in order to secure an 
adequate system of religious teaching in 
our schools. It is on that point that I wish 
to enter a very serious word of caution. 
Some people may be inclined to contradict 
me when I say that there never has been 
State inspection of religious teaching in 
any school. It is quite true that before 
the Act of 1870 His Majesty’s inspector 
of Church schools did also inspect the 
religious teaching, but at that time there 
was a very curious dual control. Every 
inspector of Church schools was a clergy- 
man, and he held a dual appointment, one 
from the Crown and one from the two 
Archbishops ; and his work as inspector 
of religious knowledge was performed 
under that other condition and not as an 
otticer of tke Government. It will be 
remembered that in passing the Act of 
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1870, Mr. Gladstone, who certainly felt as 
strongly on this question of religious 
teaching as anybody, thought it necessary 
that the State should be absolutely cut 
off from all participation in interference 
with, or supervision of religious teaching. 


[ think it would be very unfortunate to 
attempt to involve the State in the 
setting up of a new State Church. Any 
interference by the State, if it came into 
existence at all, would have to be on 
broad lines, and not in connection with 
any particular section of the Christian 
community of this country. But what is 
the security for religious teaching in our 
schools? The security must be the 
amount of interest that the people who 
elect the county councils and the education 
authorities take in it. If the religious 
instruction that is given is not efticient, 
the remedy is for the persons who feel 
that the work is not being done efficiently 
to elect people who will represent their 
opinions more faithfully. But if it is 
considered that the slackness described 
by the most rev. Primate is slackness 
arising from the indifference of the com- 
munity, I am afraid there can be no 
remedy, Nobody supposes that a clause 
in an Act of Parliament would press on 
local opinion a higher desire for definite 
teaching such as the noble Viscount who 
has just sat down pleaded for, 


The most rev. Primate told us that, 
according to the figures in his possession, 
not more than one-third of the local 
authorities had inspection, and that 
therefore as to two-thirds you had no 
security that the teaching was well 
given. But I think the most rey. 
Primate would have done better if, 
instead of merely counting the number 
of local authorities, he had paid some 
attention to the quantity of persons 
residing in the areas of those local 
authorities. We often hear very delusive 
statements put forward to the effect that 
there are 13,000 or 14,000 National 
schools, and only 5,000 or 6,000 Board 
schools. The proper way of looking at 
the facts is to ask what are the number 
of scholars being taught in those schools ; 
and in this case the question to be asked 
is as to the number of people inhabiting 
the particular districts. 


The National Society has issued an 
analysis of Part I. of these Returns, and 1 
would call attention to the appendix, in 
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which they indicate the arrangements 
made for the inspection of religious 
instruction by authorities who have 
determined to have religious teaching. 
Running my eye down the English 
counties [ find that fifteen of them have 
inspection and seven have none. I look 
at the counties which have inspection and 
find that they include such populous 
counties as Durham and the three Ridings 
of Yorkshire. In Wales I find that 
the only county which is put down as 
having no inspection is Carmarthen- 
shire. Flintshire, Glamorganshire, and 


in Council Schools. 


Merionethshire have inspection. The 
right rev. Prelate may say that the 


inspection of those counties is inefficient. 


THe LORD BISHOP or St. ASAPH : 
I was referring not to inspection but to 
examination, which is a ditferent thing. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
For years there has been a sense of 
extreme resentment on the part of 
schoolmasters and schoolmistresses of 
Church schools against systematic ex- 
amination as distinct from inspection ; 
resentment against making religious 
teaching in those schools a matter of 
examination like ordinary — secular 
teaching. I think the vital principle 
we ought to be reminded of is that 
it is not either wise or justifiable 
for the State to  intertere by 
prescribing how that religious educa- 
tion should be given. [ am sure the 
most rev. Primate is well acquainted with 
the bound-up records of the various 
diocesan inspectors of religious knowledge 
under the National Society. It will be 
seen from this volume that in many 
counties many of the small rural school 
boards take advantage of the services of 
the diocesan inspectors, and you will see in 
many reports testimony by the inspector, 
not merely to the way in which the work 
was done, but also to the reverent, 
earnest, thorough way in which the 
instruction was given, and to the cordial 
manner in which he was welcomed. 
Therefore, while it is the fashion nowa- 
days to run down these small village 
school boards, it must be remembered 
that many of them are doing very good 
and serious work. 

Many years ago I was a member of Lord 
Cross’s Commission upon Elementary 
Education, and the Commission took great 
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pains to ascertain the value and thorough- 
ness of the religious teaching in voluntary 
schools. In 3,600 such schools, it was 
found, from information supplied by 
managers, that the register of attendance 
was not generally marked until after the 
religious teaching was given, and also 
that ina third of those schools—and a 
large proportion were Church schools —it 
was the practice to allow the time appor- 
tioned to religious teaching to be en- 
croached upon when preparation for 
Government inspection was going on. 
Yet those schools were for the most part 
under diocesan inspection, and their 
managers were deeply impressed with the 
importance of religious teaching. — I 
mention this to show that it is useless to 
attempt by outside pressure to carry this 
teaching further than local feeling is 
prepared to go. The most rev. Primate 
has raised a very delicate question, and 
the circumstances are embarrassing from 
the desire to keep clear of a discussion 
that must arise a few days hence. 


Religious Instruction 


*THE LORD BISHOP or SOUTH- 
WARK: My Lords, the speech of the 
noble Lord to which we have just 
listened is but a supplement to that of 
the most rev. Primate. The Archbishop's 
object is to show the difference between 
what is nominally and what is actually 
done. The noble Lord has argued that 
it is undesirable to attempt by adminis- 
trative pressure to make local authorities 
do more in this direction than they are 
willing to do. The most rev. Primate 


was not driving at any such con- 
clusion. What he did suggest was 
that where there were schools in 
which there was some security you 


should hesitate before bringing them 
under a system where the security for 
religious teaching was doubtful, and in 
which it was impossible to strengthen 
that security. Churchmen have always 
endeavoured to influence local authorities 
in favour of religious teaching in the 
schools, and the results that have followed 
are recorded, 
is true that generally English opinion is 
in favour of making religion the basis of 
education, but I think that any person 
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not. I could give instances which would 
show that the instructions convey no 
security for the teaching of fundamental 
Christian truths though they lend them. 
selves to and often lead to the substitu- 
tion of edifying moral instruction. 


in Council Schools. 


*THE LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Earl of Crewe): My 
Lords, I think it cannot be disputed that 
the subject which has been brought before 
the House to-night by the most rev. Pri- 
mate yields in importance to none that has 
heen brought forward during the present 
session. Quite apart from any extension 
which may take place under circum. 
stances which have not yet been officially 
brought to your Lordships’ knowledge, 
this teaching which is under discussion 
to-night applies to over 6,000 of the 
public elementary schools of the country, 


'in which upwards of two million and a 


half children are educated. Those 
children are the citizens of the future. 
They are the future parents of our race, 
and I think it cannot be disputed that 
the question whether their moral and 
religious teaching is of the kind which 
your Lordships would wish them to have, 
or whether it is not merely, as some think, 
hostile to the Church of England, but as 
its most distinguished opponent has 
stated, in its effect ultimately subversive 
of the elements of Christianity, is in 
itself a question of importance. 


To my mind, this is a more important 
question than any which has been 
brought before your Lordships this 
year. It is more important than the 
reduction of certain battalions in His 
Majesty's Army, or the question 
of the output of gold in South Africa. 
The most rev. Primate brought the 
matter before the House in a speech 
which, as we should have expected from 
him, was one of great moderation, 
and was also marked by courtesy 


towards the Department which I repre- 


I rejoice to believe that it | 


who takes up the instructions of local | 
authorities to their teachers, and, regard-| 


less of his own opinions, asked—“ Is 
there security for the teaching of 
Christianity as broadly understood ?” 
‘will be bound to admit that there is 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 


sent and towards myself, for which | 
desire to thank him. One kind of criti 
cism which fell, not so much from the 
right rev. Primate as from other speakers 
who followed him, is, I confess, some- 
what difficult to meet. It is said, ‘“‘ Here 
are these syllabuses which you have pre- 
sented to Parliament. They are all very 
fine, and at first sight are exceedingly 
attractive. But what guarantee have 
we that they in any way, or to any 
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real extent, represent the teaching 
which is actually given in the schools.” 
That is a difficult argument to meet, 
because, if there is much in it, it has 
the effect of making the Return which 
has been obtained at some considerable 
trouble and expense really valueless ; 
and one is tempted to ask, if that is the 
conclusion at which we are to arrive, 
why the Return was ever asked for at 
all ? 


Religious Instruction 


What is the teaching which is given 
in these schools ? It is given under one 
part of Section 14 of the Act of 1870, 
which during all these thirty-six years 
has retained its old House of Commons 
nickname of the Cowper-Temple clause. 
That section provides that no religious 
catechism or religious formulary which 
is distinctive of any particular denomi- 
nation shall be taught in the schools. 
That section prescribes nothing and 
enjoins nothing. It is purely negative 
in its effects. Its limits are perfectly 
familiar to many of your Lordships. It 
has been agreed that the Apostles’ 
Creed, which in one sense might be 
considered a formulary, may be taught 
because it is not distinctive of any par- 
ticular denomination. On the other 
hand, it is agreed that those 
parts of the catechism of the Church of 
England which are not in themselves 
denominational, and which, so faras their 
doctrine is concerned, would be accepted 
by many who do not belong to the 
Church of England, must not be taught 
because they do form part of a formulary 
distinctive of the Church of England. 
As we know, there is no compulsion under 
this section to give any religious educa- 
tion at all, and there are in England, 
out of 6,000 odd schools, thirteen 
in which, according to this Return, no 
religious instruction is given. As to 
Wales, I will say a word later. 
where it is given it may be given accor- 
ding to two entirely distinct conceptions. 


also 


*TueE LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY: Would the noble Ear! 
kindly repeat the last statistics he gave ? 


*Tue Eart or CREWE: I said that 
thirteen schools out of the total gave no 


religious Instruction. 
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*THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY : In livi {ual schools are not 
given in this Return. Perhaps the noble 
Earl means ‘‘ authorities.” 


in Council Schools. 


*THe Kart or CREWE: Ii the most 
rev. Primate will look at the Return he 
will see that in some cases at the close cer- 
tain authorities have stated the number 
of schools in which no instruction is given, 
and the total number is. I think. thirteen. 
[I was saying that religious teaching, 
sible teaching as it is called, may be 
wiven, and is given, aecording to two 
entirely distinct conceptions. It may 
be given, and in some cases is given, as 
moral teaching, ethical teaching, philoso- 
phical teaching, if you like to call it so, 
the: Bible being chosen in preference to 
extracts from other ethical works, either 
works of ancient philosophy or books 
which are regarded as sacred by other 
religions, because it is held that both in 
its ethical teaching and by the beauty 
of its language, it is the most appropriate 
means of conveying moral truths to the 
minds of children. It is there given with 
a view of inculcating what is called 
citizenship—an admirable thing, although 
I think to some extent in this particular 
connection the word has acquired 
an almost cant use. 


On the other hand, this simple Bible 
instruction may be given. and in a 
very large number of institutions is 
civen, as expressing in a form most 


suted to the minds of children the 
elements of the Christian faith, and, 
as my noble friend Lord Burghclere 


very truly pointed out, expressing them 
in terms which do+s not makes it im- 
possible for them to be suvplemented 
either in the home, in the Sunday school, 


or out of school hours on other days 


by special teaching distinctive of a 
particular denomination. I think it 


cannot be disputed, when these syllabuses 
are closely examined with the kind of 
attention which the most reverend 
Primate has given to them, that in the 
very great majority of cases it is in 
the latter spirit, in the spi it of teaching 
the real elements of Christianity, that 
the authorities intend this teaching to 
| be given in their schools. There are, 


|as the most reverend Primate has 
, pointed out, a considerable number 








1399 


Religious Instruction 


of authorities who have issued no syllabus 
at all, and the right rev. Primate placed 
upon that fact the construction that 
the issuing or the not issuing of a syllabus 


depended upon the accident of certain | L 
| and the Love of God, the duty of His people, 


persons who took a deep interest in this 
matter being upon the authority. I 


am not quite certain that that is the | and. ; : e 
| Christ and of His Apostles in the New Testa- 


correct explanation. I think the more 
probable explanation is that certain 
authorities have thought it more desirable 
that option should be left to the locality 
served by the particular school. 


The most rev. Primate seemed to 
think that in all such cases it was left 
to the option of the teacher whether 
such teaching should be given. 
forgets that in many cases the managers 
of the schools are those to whom this 
option is left, and it is assumed that that 
option is exercised in accordance with 
the wishes of the locality. As a typical 
instance of what I mean when I say 
that I believe that in the great majority 
of cases the local authorities desire to 
see this teaching not merely moral ! 
essentially Christian, I will 


ut 


He|T may also say that I have been stuck 


{LORDS} 


1400: 


nothing to unlearn, and that the foundations 
of their faith may be laid on those eternal 
truths which are beyond the reach of criticism 
of unimportant details. Their attention should 
be directed to the greatest and most vital 
truths in the Bible, to the Power, the Justice 


in Council Schools. 


the great deeds and thoughts of His faithful 
servants as set forth in the Old Testament, 
and to the Life, the Acts and the Words of 


ment.” 

That is one in: tancefof the instructions, as 
I think, admirably drawn, which in my 
opinion reflects the general impression 
left on one’s mind by a perusal of these 
svllabuses as to the intention of the 
local authorities, speaking generally, as 
to religious teaching in council schools. 


by the fact, which I confess was not 
familiar to me, that the collects from 


ithe liturgy of the Church of England. 
| and also the hymns which are in use in 


church hymn-books, are used by a 
great many of these authorities. That, 
I think, does tend to show that it is 


|more than an eXaggeration—an actual 
| misstatement—to speak of this teaching 


read an | 


extract from the ably-drawn instructions | 
issued by the County Council of the | 


North Riding of Yorkshire. 


“Jn Council Schools they regard it as their 


They say— | 


duty to see that moral instruction is given, | 
and given through, and in accordance with, | 


the teaching of the simplest form of the Chris- 
tian faith. It is to be understood that in 
accepting service under the Education Com- 
mittee ot the North Riding, the teacher accepts 
this responsibillty, and that his conscientious 
willingness to give such teaching is implied. 
In the moral training given in a good school 
there are two factors, the daily life of practice 
and example and the definite religious teaching. 
The daily life of the school may be, and often 
is, a real and practical education in honesty, 
unselfishness, industry and reverence for all 
that is good. The religious teaching must be 
such as primarily and at once may inspire this 
daily training with the Christian spirit, and 
secondly may attach the children in their 
future lives to the principles of Christian truth. 
According as it tends to attain these two 
objects, the religious instruction given in our 
schools justifies its existence.” 


The instructions go on to say— 


* As early as possible, the text of the Bible 
itself must be used. Paraphrase and ‘Scripture 
Histories’ are to be avoided. The style of the 
Bible and its substance are inseparable, and 
the language of our version is a national 
inheritance. Criticism, and even the sugges- 
tion of difficulty, are utterly out of place in 
teaching chiliren: what is of importance is so 
to teach that they may in the future have 


The Eur! of Crewe. 





| TERBURY : 


as being as a general rule inany sense 
hostile to the Church of England. 


THe LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
I did not sav it was. 


*THE Eart or CREWE: I am quite 
aware that the most reverend Primate 
did not say so, but it has very often 
been said, and has been said by some 
of the most distinguished opponents of 
this kind of teaching; and the same 
observation, I think, applies to the de- 
scription of this kind of teaching as 
involving a new religion. A misstate- 
ment is never so completely a misstate- 
ment as when it tries tosound like an 
epigram, and in this particular case one 
can only point to this thick volume of 
600 pages as offering in itself an absolute 
denial of that statement, because there 
is no sign, so far as one can se», of any 
general desire to do anything but teach, in 
their simplest form, the truths which, 
although 1 know some deny it, form a 
sort of common denominator of Chris- 
tianitv. I confess that, after studving 
this book with great care, I have reached 
the conclusion that in the vast majority 
of cases the local authorities do regard 
this teaching, and the parents of the 
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children must also therefore regard this 
teaching, as pointing the way, not to the 
hilosophy, of which, indeed, 
orch of philosophy, of which leed 
most of the parents have never heard, 
but to the simple services of the churches 
and chapels in which they and _ their 
fathers have been used to worship: 


hi digivs Tastruchon 


Let me deal for one moment with the 
objections that have been taken, both 
in and out of your Lordships’ House, 
with regard to this teaching. Of course 
we know that there is a considerable body 
of opinion in this country, including all 
members of the Roman Catholic Church 
and of the Jewish community, and also 
a certain proportion—a proportion which 
[ cannot attempt to estimate—of the 
Church of England, who regard this 
teaching as not merely incomplete, but 
radically erroneous and wrong. That 
view has been expressed with great force 
by one for whose opinion on any subject 
the country has a great regard—I mean 
Lord Hugh Cecil. Lord Hugh Cecil 
brings to bear upon the discussion of any 
subject a mind of the most brilliant 
acuteness and also of the most transparent 
sincerity. His absence from the present 
House of Commons has been, I am sure, 
regretted by all his political opponents, 
and I have no doubt! equally by all 
those of his political allies who did not 
combine in trying to keep him out of that 
assembly. Lord Hugh Cecil stated in a 
letter written on the 16th of this month 
that the Church of England regards the 
tendency of the operations of the Cowper- 
Temple clause as hostile to her teaching 
and ultimately subversive of Christianity. 
I have no intention—and if I had the 
intention I should not have the ability—to 
enter into a theological controversy with 
my noble friend; but everything which 
he says carries so much weight that I 
cannot help recording that I am fairly 
puzzled by the arguments which he brings 
forward in support of his contention. His 
belief is that the tendency of this teach- 
ing, although he fully admits that in 
some cases it may be given in a satisfac- 
tory manner, is to destroy the two central 
doctrines of the Christian Church— 
namely, the beliefin sin and the belief in 
grace. As T said, amnot going to enter 
into any theological argument; but IT 
think it is per‘inent to remark this much, 
that belief in these doctrines has formed a 
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central part of that thread of Puritan faith 
which was conspicuous in England at the 
end of the sixteenth and during the 
seventeenth century, which survived 
the indifference of the eighteenth century 
and the Tractarian revival in the last 
century, and which is now represented 
in a great measure by the Nonconformist 
bodies and also by the Evangelical 
section of the Church of England 


in Council Schools. 


Why I mention this point is this, 
that we are apt to be told here—I expect 
to be told before the House adjourns for 
the summer—that this teaching given in 
the council schools is of a kind which 1s 
thoroughly satisfactory and suitable to 
all Nonconformists. All I can say is 
that if its effect is such as Lord Hugh 
Cecil supposes, the entire bottom is 
knocked out of that argument, because 
if its effect is to deny or to attempt to 
depreciate those central doctrines of 
the Christian Church, it certainly must 
be as unsuited and as unpalatable to the 
Nonconformist Churches as it can pos- 
sibly be to the Church of England. 


The most rey. Primate made one or two 
criticisms upon the manner in which 
this syllabus teaching is carried out in 
the council schools, and he devoted him- 
self very largely to the question of inspec- 
tion. I entirely agree with the most 
rev. Primate that it is exceedingly 
desirable that such teaching should be 
thoroughly inspected with a view to the 
maintenance of its efficiency. I think, 
however, that in some respects he slightly 
overstated his case. I do not think 
it is quite fair to assume that all 
uninspected teaching is necessarily bad, 
although that was rather the inference 
which I confess I drew from the most 
rev. Primate’s speech. I should like 
just to say this. We do find that in 
a great many cases authorities are glad 
to admit outside inspection, conducted 
sometimes by clergymen and by Non- 
conformist ministers together, and some- 
times by them in alternate years; and 
I should like to know whether it is the 
case that in a great many of these unin- 
spected areas either the clergy of the 
Church of England or Nonconformist 
ministers have in any way volunteered 
their services for this purpose, and how 
far they have been refused. For there 
is a distinction, I think, which ought to 
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be drawn between an authority which, 
being engaged in other matters, may not 
have thought this question over very 
carefully and, therefore, not instituted 
any system of inspection, and an author- 
ity which, when voluntary inspection 
is offered to it, refuses it for reasons of 
its own. That, I think, is a distinction 
which ought to be very carefully drawn. 


The most rev. Primate read some very 
interesting documents, and nothing, as 
we should, of course, have expected, 
could have been fairer than the manner 
in which he declined to lay too great 
stress on the individual instances of 
hardship or misbehaviour which he 
adduced. It is, of course, very difficult 
to draw any conclusions from quotations 
of that kind. The most rev. Primate 
mentioned one case where the clergyman 
had no influence whatever on the local 
education authority. I do not know 
what the authority was, neither do I 
know who the clergyman was, and 
unless any of us had the opportunity 
of knowing what the actual circum- 
stances were it would be very hard to 
say with whom the fault lay. There 
may have been, as there very often are 
in such cases, faults on both sides. In 
the same way, the only extract which 
1 rather regret that the most rev. Primate 
read, was that about the agnostic 
teacher, who seems to have taken a some- 
what prominent, and, I venture to think, 
a very improper part, by writing letters to 
the newspapers about his personal views. 
There are undoubtedly a few such 
people, and the most rev. Primate 
warned us, mostly fairly and most care- 
fully, against attempting to lay down any 
rule from a single instance of that kind. 


I do think there is just one further 
point to be mentioned with regard to 
inspection. I believe it is tending to 
increase, and your Lordships who have 
had time to look at the Return will see 
that a certain number of authorities are 
considering the question with a view 
to arriving at some satisfactory conclu- 
sion in the matter. I associate myself 
entirely with what fell from my noble 
friend Lord Stanley, to the effect that 
it really is upon public opinion that you 
must finally depend for the maintenance 
of the religious character of your schools. 
If the people of this country, spe.iking 

Lhe Earl of Crewe 
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generally, regard Christianity, not as a 
system of excellent rules of conduct, but 
as a living faith, that fact will be re- 
flected in the education given in the 
public elementary schools of this country ; 
but if that ceases to be the case, if the 
general tendency of the country is to- 
wards regarding the Christian faith rather 
as an ethical system than as a faith, I do 
not see how it is possible that the fact 
can fail sooner or later to be reflected in 
your schools, 

The prevention of that result, which 
we should all deplore, must be the work 


in Council Schools. 


lof the Churches, and of the Churches 


alone. I am tempted to quote, on this 


| point, some remarks which were made in 


a letter by the Dean of Carlisle, pub- 
lished in The Times of February 6 
of this year. Speaking of this teaching 
the Dean said— 

“Can we forget, or refuse to take into con- 
sideration, the fact that for many years in 
London between two-thirds and three-fourths 
of the children have attended Board Schools 
and have been brought up under this system ? 
With what result? Has the Church lost her 
influence over those so brought up or those who 
are still at school? Are we really to believe 
that the Church is weaker in those districts 
where Church day schools are in a hopeless 
minority than in the districts where Church 
schools hold their own? And if this is not 
the case, is it not because in the present day, 
as in the past, the real lasting work of at- 
taching the children to the Church of their 
baptism is not brought about so much by the 
iufluence of the day-school as by the splendid 
work which is being done in so many parishes 
among the children outside the day-schools, 
by children’s services, Sunday and Saturday 
schvols, guilds, clubs, brigades, and numberless 
other organisations by which the childien are 
laid hold and kept hold of as they grow in 
years 7” 

That seems to me a very pregnant and 
far-reaching statement. As I think your 
Lordships will have gathered from what 
I have said, I am very far from under- 
valuing the religious teaching which can 
be given in schools, but I do think it is 
upon those other agencies you have to 
wish to maintain the 
of this 


genuinely Christian character 


country. 

I will only say one word about Wales. 
According to this Return there are 162 
schools, of which sixty-two are in Car- 
marthenshire and sixty-six in Cardigan- 
shire, where no religious education is 
given; and the right rev. Prelate the 
Bishop of St. Asaph was at pains to show 
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Mr, Watts Statue 126 Jul 
that the Sunday school teaching, which is 
generally stated to act in Wales as a 
substitute for teaching of this kind, was 
by no means a complete substitute for it. 
I cannot profess to speak with the local 
knowledge of the right rev. Prelate, but 
I do believe it to be the fact—and I do not 
think it will be disputed by the right rev. 
Prelate or by anybody who knows Wales 
—that it is not what in the case of great 
towns would be spoken of as irreligion 
which leads to this result. It may be 
true-—I am not competent to say 
the tendency of Welsh Calvinistic Method- 
ism is more in the direction of Unitarian- 
ism than it has been in the past ; but, if 
that is so, undoubtedly those who profess 
that form of religion will have their 


children brought up in accordance with | 


the tenets which they themselves believe. 


I do not think it would be fair to label | 


that part of Wales to which this Return 


applies as irreligious in consequence of | 


this fact. 


‘T am assured by those competent to 


speak that as a matter of fact the children | 


in those very districts where no religious 
education is given in the schools are, as a 
matter of fact, well acquainted with the 
Bible and with the general elements of 
the Christian faith. The Sunday school 
system of Wales is, of course, a very 
special and peculiar one. As the right 
rev, Prelate said, the Sunday schools there 
are attended largely by grown-up people, 
but, in spite of that fact, I do not know 
that there is any evidence that in Wales 
anything like what could be called a wave 
of irreligion is sweeping over the country 
in consequence of the action of the local 
authorities in this matter. 


I most fully admit that this debate 
which might very easily have trenched 
on markedly controversial ground, has, 
turough the care of those who have taken 
part in it, been kept very free from 
mitters concerned with any measure now 
before Parliament which has not reached 
this House. Personally, I may say that 
I am very glad this discussion has taken 
place. I think it has certainly tended to 
clear the air in regard to this particular 
subject, and I think that when the time 
comes for us to go more deeply into the 
whole question we shall find that this 
discussion has been of very real service 
to us, 
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Tae LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
TERBURY : Asa personal matter, may 
I refer to one point upon which in the 
course of his speech I interrupted the 
noble Earl? I understood him to say 
that there were only thirteen schools 
in England in which no religious instruc- 
tion was given. I imagine the noble 
Earl to have been referring to the answers 
to Question No. 5 —that is to say, where 
the local authorities state that that is so. 
| But I turn to one almost by accident— 
Huddersfield, and there I find that—' , 

“Tu schools provided by the Board no re- 
ligious instruction shall be given, but a period 


not exceeding tifteen minutes shall be devoted 
at the beginning of each morning meeting .. .’ 


* Physical Energy.” 





| to certain religious exercises. There are 
| seventeen board schools in Huddersfield 
| alone. 

| 

| *Tae Eart or CREWE: I am sorry 
that my figures were not quite clear on 
| that point. 

Tue LORD ARCHBISHOP or CAN- 
| TERBURY: I am sure the noble Earl 
| would not intentionally mislead anyone, 
| but the thirteen would require a great 
| deal of modification. 


MR. WATTS’ STATUE “ PHYSICAL 
ENERGY.” 

| *THe Eart or PLYMOUTH rose to 
|ask His Majesty’s Government whether 
| a site has definitely been selected for the 
| bronze statue culled ‘* Physical Energy,” 
| by the late Mr. G. F. Watts, R.A., 
| and, if so, what the position of the site is. 
| He said: In putting to my noble friend 
| the Question which stands in my name 
on the Paper, I should like to say a word 
or two in explanation, and to remind 
the House of the circumstances under 
which this gift was first of all made 
| to the nation. At that time—! think it 
| Was six or seven years ago—the late Mr. 
Watts offered to the nation a bronze copy 
of his equestrian group called “ Physical 
Energy,” subject to a ite being provided 
fo it. The ‘hen Government accepted the 
offer with gratitude, and consulted, as far 
as my recollection goes, not a committee, 
but certain gentlemen of well known 
reputation in matters of general taste. 
It was, I believe, then sugge ted that a 
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site on the dam on the Serpentine | In answer to my noble friend I am very 
should be chosen for the statue. Nothing | happy to be able to tell him that a site 
more was heard of the matter for a few | has been definitely selected at the east 
years; the late Mr. Watts desired to|end of the Serpentine, and I am glad 
work fuither on his plas‘er model, and|to have my belief confirmed that that 
was not ready to cast the statue. But}is the site originally intended and se- 
when I saw him some six months before | lected by him. As to whether the dam 
he died, he told me that it was just as/is strong enough to bear the wei,bt, I 
much his intention as it had ever been to | am afraid I cannot answer that off-hand, 
present this bronze group tothe nation, | but I conclude that all such questions 
and he hoped very shortly to have it cast. | have been inquired into by the Office 
His death unfortunately occurred and | of Works. With regard to the noble 
prevented him from carrying out his | Earl’s suggestion as to a sort of bastion 
intention. Mrs. Watts, however, placed | being made, projecting into the water, 
the plaster model at the disposal of the upon whic h to place the statue, I will 
Government, and in last year’s Esti-| take care that that is laid before the 
mates £2,000 were voted by Parliament | Office of Works. 

to have the cast made. 





| House adjourned at Seven o'clock, 
I only wish now to ask my noble | ee et cantiai 
friend—and I believe he will be able | . 

to give me the reply I hope to receive | aoe 

—whether the site which was indicated | 
some years ago is the one now HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
selected for the statue. I think it Thursday, 26th July, 1906. 
was generally felt when a bronze cast | 
of the statue was exhibited a year ago | 
in the courtyard of Burlington House’ The House met at a quarter before 
that the least favourable view of it was Three of the Clock. 
that obtained as you approached it in aera 

” Lf i ie +} > > 
—_ This site on the dam of the PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | 
Serpentine seems exceedingly suitable, 
because you would be unable to/ aaa 
approach he statue from the front unless Rochester, Chatham, and Strood Gas 
you hired a boat on the Se pentine. I Bill, Lords Amendments considered, and 
know that a que:tion was raised as to agreed to. 
whether the foundations were sufficiently | ~ 
secure to enable a heavy bronze statue) Crediton Gas Bill [Lords]. Read the 
to be put upon them: I trust that the third time and passed, with Amendments. 
noble Lord will be able to tell me that 
that difficulty doe: not now exist. I) Havana United Railways and Regla 
vould, however, venture to make this | Warehouses Bill [Lords]. Read the 
suggestion. It appeared to me that) third time and passed, with an Amend- 
the best way of making a pedestal | ment. 
for this statue was to project it, in a SB seal ; : : 
semi-circular form perhaps, beyond |_ Kent Electric Power Bill [Lords] 
the balustrade which now exists, into (King’s Consent signified). Bill read the 
the water, thus taking it away from the third time and passed, with Amendments. 
actual line of the path and setting it Truro Gas Bill [Lords]. Read the 
out in the Serpentine. Whether there | 

. ie A | third time and passed, with Amendments. 

are insuperable difficulties to this I do | 
not know, but I hope that the idea will | Newburgh and North Fife Railway 
not be lost sight of, and that it will be | | (Extension of Time) Order Confirmation 
found possible to put the statue in such | | Bill. Considered ; to be read the third 
a position. | time To-morrow. 


*Toe LORD STEWARD or THE! | Paisley Roads Order Confirmation Bill, 
HOUSEHOLD (The Earl of LiverPoot) . | to confirm a Provisional Order under 


Lhe Eurl of Plymouth. 





at 
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land) Act, 1899, 
Roads,” presented by Mr. Sinclair, and | 
ordered (under Section 7 of the Act), to | 
be considered To-morrow. 


Dover Harbour (Works) Bill {Lords}. | 


The Chairman of Ways and Means, in | 
pursuance of Standing Order 83 relating 
to Private Bills, informed the House that, | 
in his opini ) " ae 3 ; 

pinion, the Dover Harbour (Works) | Petition from Glasgow, against ; 
| 


sill [Lords], though unopposed, ought | 


to be treated as an ‘opposed Bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to: Local 
of Working Classes) Bill ; 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill 
Lancashire Electric Power Bill; Bristol 
Corporation Bill ; South Wales Electrical 
Power Distribution Company Bill; 
Macclesfield and District Tramways Bill ; 

North West London Railway Bill ; Wat. | 
ford and Edgware Railway Bill, with | 
Amendments, 


Amendments to: Southport and Ly- 
tham kere (Extension of Time) Bill 
aos © Cardiff Railway Bill [Lords]; 

eweastle-upon-l'yne Electric Supply 

Bill [Lords] ; Alexandra (Newport and 
South Wales) Docks and Railway Bill 
{Lords]; Ritz Hotel, Limited, Bill 
{Lords}; Wirral Railway (Extension of 


Time) Bill [Lords], without Amendment. | 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (IRE- 
LAND) BILL. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES | 


(Mr. Emmott, Oldham) stated that it 
was inadvisable to make the practice of | 
Bills to the} 
Autumn sittings a regular one. He | 
desired to explain that it was only in| 


carrying over private 


one or two cases, on special grounds, 


that he had allowed such a Bill to go} 


over. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 


BILL. 
Petitions against; From  Blithfield ; 
Bumpstead (two) : Coopersale ; 


{26 JuLy 1906} 


The Private Legislation Procedure Scot- | Bishop ; 


| 
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pei Govern- | 
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Cropwell mand | ; 


Reports, &e 1410 


Ilkeston; Sculecoates; and, 


relating to Paisley | Worksop ; to lie upon the Table. 


| EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
BILL (RELIGIOUS TEACHING). 
Petitions against alteration of Law; 
Shefford (two); and, 
to lie upon the Table. 


| From Cheam ; 
| Stondon Massey ; 


LAND VALUES TAXATION, &c. (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

to lie 

/ upon the Table. 


POISONS AND PHARMACY BILL 
[Lorps]}, 


Petition from Ealing, for alteration ; to 


| lie upon the Table. 
Government Provisional Order (Housing | 


EGYPT (No. 3, 1906). 

Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting the attack on British Officers 
|at Denshawai [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PRISONS (IRELAND). 
| Copy presented, of Twenty-eighth 
Report of the General Prisons Board 
(Ireland) for 1905-6 with an Appendix 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 





| SHOP HOURS ACT, 1904. 


Copy presented, of Order made by the 
| Council of the Borough of Nelson and 
| eonfirmed, with certain Amendments, by 
ithe Secretary of State for the Home 
| Department, fixing the Hours of Closing 
‘for Barbers’ and Hairdressers’ Shops 
| within the borough [by Act]; to lie upon 
| the Table, 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
| ACT, 1890. 
| Return presented, relative thereto 
| {ordered April 11th ; Mr. Brodie]; to lie 
| upon the Table. 


| BOARD OF AGRICULTURE AND 

| FISHERIES. 

| Copy presented, of Annual Report of 
iP roceedings under the Acts relating to 
| Sea Fisheries for the year 1905 [by Com- 
to lie upon the Table. 
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QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
CIRCULATED WITH THE VOTES. 


(Ju estions. 


Dungannon National School. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid.) : 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to “a 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that the plans and _ specifica- 
tions of new national schools, to replace 
existing condemned buildings in John 
Street, Dungannon, which have been 


approved by the Commissioners of 
National Education, have been before 
the Board of Works since May 1905 ; | 


and whether, in view of the urgency of 
the matter, he will make apron ene 
to the Board of Works so as to facili- | 
tate the building of the new schools. 


(Answered by Mr. 
case of this school is involved in the 
general question of the revision of the 
standard plans for national school build- 
ings in Ireland. On the general question 
I have nothing to add to the several 
answers I have already given. 


Belfast Postmen and July 12th. 

Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, 8.) : To ask the 
Postmaster-General whether he is aware 
that the Belfast Corporation and Cham- 
ber of Commerce have endorsed the 
request of postmen of the observance of 
the local holiday, July 12th; and 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
greater portion of the correspondence 
taken out by the postmen on this day is 
returned as undelivered, and_ that 
inconvenience would be caused to the 
general public, he will grant this request. 


(Answered hy Mr. Sydney Burton.) 1 
was aware of all the circumstances of the 
case when I decided that I could not 
grant the request. 


Hampstead Telephones. 

LIEUTENANT - COLONEL PHILIPPS | 
(Southampton) ; To ask the Postmaster- 
General how many telephone lines or 
wires there are between the Victoria 
Exchange and the post Office, Hampstead, 
Exchange ; and what steps, if any he is 
taking to increase this number so as to 
provide the public with an adequate 
telephone service between these two 
parts of the metropolis, 
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(Answered by Mr, Sydney Bucton.) 
There are four direct junction line. 
between the Victoria and Hampstead post 
office exchanges. The traffic on these 
lines is kept under close observation, and 
there seems no present necessity for 
additional lines. If the hon, and gallant 
Member will furnish particulars of any 
difficulty in communication between these 
exchanges which may have come to his 
notice, [ shall be glad to have an investi- 
gation made, and to provide additional 
lines if necessary. 





Rosyth. 
ANSTRUTHER-GRAY (St. 
Andrews Burghs): To ask the Chief 
| Secretary to the Admiralty if he will 
"announce his policy about Rosyth when 
making his statement on Friday next. 


| MAJor 


(Answered hy Mr. Edmund Robertson.) I 
have nothing to add to my reply to a 
similar Question asked by the hon. 
Member for Ayr Burghs on July 2nd.7 


Ely Estate, Fermanagh. 

Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH (Fer 
managh N.): To ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether any agreement for the sale of 
the Ely estate, in the county of Fer- 
managh, has been lodged with the 
Estates Commissioners ; and, if not, will 
he represent to the Estates Commis- 
sioners the desirability of their making 
an effort to purchase this large estate and 
give the tenants the benefits intended 
‘for them by The Purchase of Land 
(Ireland) Act, 1903. 





(Answered by Mr Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that no agree- 
ments for the sale of the estate referred 
to have been lodged with them. If 
either the owner or the tenants should 
approach the Commissioners they will 
have inquiries made and give the matter 
due consideration. 





Mr. Peter J. O'Malley, J. P. 

| Mr. LONSDALE: To ask the Chief 
| Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether any representations have 
Ee made to the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland with reference to the conduct 
upon the bench of Mr. Peter J. O’ Malley, 
| the chairman of the Oughterard District 





t See (4) Debates, clix., 1401. 
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Council, anda Magistrate of the county 
of Galway ; and whether any action is to 
be taken in the matter. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) I have 
referred this Question to the Lord 
Chancellor’s department, and am informed 
that there is no record of any complaint 
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and the Estates Commissioners in respect 
to the sale of his Gort property. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 


Commissioners inform me that they are 


having been made to the Lord Chan- | 


cellor as to Mr. O’Malley’s conduct as a 
magistrate. 


School Grants in Ireland. 

CoLONEL McCALMONT (Antrim, E.) : 
To ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland when grants which 
in many cases have been approved and 
promised for building schools uuder the 
Board of Edueation in Ireland, but 
which have since been suspended, will 
he made, education in populous districts 
being consequently greatly retarded. 


Sirk THOMAS ESMONDE: To ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord. 
Lieutenant of Ireland, if he is 


aware that materials for the building 
of two schools near Ferns, in county 
Wexford, have been collected and on 
the ground for four years, and 
that owing to the delay in issuing the 
loan to build these schools, the work of 
erecting them has not yet been proceeded 
with ; and inasmuch as these schools are 
very urgently required, he will use his 
hest efforts to end the extraordinary 
difficulty that has arisen before this 
building season is also lost. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryee.) I will at the 
same time answer the Question (No, 85) 
of the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Wexford. The Trish Government have 
heen using every effort to bring about a 
prompt settlement of this important 
matter, and as it has now been arranged 
that an increased building grant for next 
year shall be given, I trust that the work 
of building and repairing schools may 
begin and proceed without further delay. 


Lord Gough’s Gort Property. 

Mr. DUFFY (Galway, S.): Toask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is now in a position 
to state what is the result of the negotia- 
tions entered into some time ago between 
Lord Gough, Chargé d’ Affairs at Dresden, 


not yet in a position to state the result of 
the negotiations in this case. 


Kinvara Harbour. 

Mr. DUFFY : To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
having regard to the fact that the County 
Council of Galway are most anxious and 
prepared to do everything in their power 
to carry out the improvement scheme 
projected by the Board of Works, the 
Congested Districts Board, and the 
Agricultural Board, for the extension of 
the pier and the general improvement 
of Kinvara Harbour, county Galway, 
whether the Irish Government propose to 
take any steps with a view of starting the 
works at once. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryee.) 1 beg to 
refer the hon. Member to my reply to his 
(Juestion upon the subject on the 9th inst.7 
The Government are advised that legis- 
lation is necessary to empower the county 
council to contribute the proposed amount 
in this case. The Government are 
prepared to introduce the necessary 
legislation, but in the present state of 
public business it is scarcely possible to 
hope that the matter can be carried 
through without delay. 


Loughrea Caretaker’s Trouble. 

Mr. DUFFY: To ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if 
his attention has been drawn to a scuftle 
which took place quite recently between 
the police and an emergency man, at 
present engaged as a caretaker in 
Martin Ward’s House, Loughrea ; whether 
he is aware that Niland, the emergency 
man, drew a six-chamber revolver at the 
police who were protecting him, on the 
night of the 16th July ; and what steps 
do the authorities propose to take for the 
purpose of protecting both the police 
and the people against the indiscriminate 
handling of firearms by such emergency 
men as Niland. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) I am in- 
formed by the police authorities that on 
the night of 16th instant the caretaker, 





¢ See (4) Debates, elx., 531, 532. 
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Niland, who was somewhat under the | 
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(Questions. 


tween Colonel Gascoigne and his town 


influence of drink and but partially | tenants in Kilfinane, county Limerick ; 
dressed, attempted to leave the house, | and, if not, will he take measures that 


but was prevented by the police who | 
He then took a} 


were protecting him. 


the Estates Commissioners will approach 
the landlord so as to bring about the 


revolver from his pocket and began to | much desired result. 


load it, but did not present it at the | 
policemen, or make any threat to use it | 
| Commissioners have given directions that 
thought it necessary to take the revolver | 
to be inspected, in order of priority, 


against them. The policemen, however, 
from him, and have since retained it in 
their possession. The police have been 
directed to report the circumstances to 
Niland’s employer. The question of 


revoking Niland’s licence to possess arms | 
'move in the matter until they have 
| received their inspector’s report. 


is being considered. 


Mr. DUFFY: To ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ire- | 
land whether he has any official informa- | 


tion showing that a horse belonging 
to an emergency man named Niland, 
living at Craughwell, and doing duty 


at present as an emergency man for 
Lord Clanricarde at Loughrea, was 


maimed at Craughwell on Sunday night 
last ; is Niland under police protection, 
day and night, without interruption ; how 


himself and his stable, where the horse 
was confined, on the night of the 15th 
July, when the outrage is alleged to have 


made any report regarding the part 


which they suspect Niland played in the 
transaction. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 am in- 


formed that on the night of the 15th | 
instant Niland’s horse was cut in five | 
Niland, who receives | 


places on the legs. 
constant police protection, was at his 
house on that night. Two policemen 
were at the house for part of the night, 
and one for the remainder of the night. 
The police have so far failed to discover 


the perpetrator of this outrage. It is, 


safer to make no statements regarding 
any suspicions entertained. When 
suspicions begin to pass into certainty, 
the time for stating them will have 
approached, 


Colonel Gascoigne’s Kilfinane Property. 
Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): To 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- | 
the | 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
Estates Commissioners have as yet opened 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
when Colonel Gascoigne’s property comes 


the inspector shall inquire and report 
upon the application of the Kalfinane 
town tenants to be included in the sale. 
The Commissioners do not propose to 


Mr. Lowe’s Galbally Tenantry. 

Mr. LUNDON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can say what progress has 
been made as to sale and _ purchase 
between Mr. Lowe and his tenants in 
Galbally and around it, and have negotia- 
tions between the landlord and _ the 
town tenants in occupation for sale and 


: : | purchase been as yet instituted in Lowe's 
many policemen were guarding both | 


Town, Galbally ; and, if not, will he 
recommend the Estates Commissioners to 


approach the landlord with the view of 
: | facilitating the sales to the occupying 
been committed; and have the police | 


tenants and regulating the compensation 
to be paid to the middlemen. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that thirty- 
eight purchase agreements in respect 
of holdings on this estate have been 
lodged with them, namely, seventeen in 
June, 1905, and twenty-one in January, 
1906. The inspection will take place in 
order of priority, but the case will not 
be reached for a considerable time yet. 
The question of the sale of the village 
holdings in Lowestown will be considered 
by the Commissioners after inspection 
has taken place. The Commissioners 
have no information as to any negotia- 
tions which may have taken place 
between the landlord and the village 
tenants in Lowestown. 


Minshun Estate, Limerick. 

Mr. LUNDON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord - Lieutenant of 
Ireland is he aware that the owners of 
the Minshun, formerly the Frend, Estate 


negotiations for sale and purchase be- | around Cahirconlish, county Limerick, 
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have arranged with the tenants for sale 
to them of their holding ; is he aware 
that on part of this estate there are a 
few hundred acres of untenanted land 
let from time to time on the eleven 
months grazing system; and will he 
take steps to see that the Estates Com- 
missioners shall approach Mrs. Minshun 
and the others concerned in the sale 
with the view of purchasing those un- 
tenanted lands for the benefit of the 
labourers, the evicted tenants, and. poor 
farmers’ sons in the locality. 


(Answered hy Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that proceed- 
ings for the sale of the estate referred 
to have not come before them, and they 
have no knowledge of any arrangement 
for sale to the tenants. If particulars 
of the estate, with the name and address 
of the landlord or his agent, should be 
furnished to the Commissioners, they 
will have inquiries made into the matter. 


Mountshannon Estate, Limerick. 


Mr. LUNDON: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland can he say whether in the 


parcelling out of the Mountshannon 
estate, in the county Limerick, the 


claims of Simon Ryan, of Cross, Pallas- 
grean, James Conway, of Gurtavalla 
Doon, Hanora Rafferty, formerly of 
Garrison Pallasgrean, now of Knockroe, 
Kilteely, and Hanora Lonergan, of 
Toomaline Doon, evicted tenants, have 
been recognised, and have applotments 
of the estate as yet been made, and 
how do matters stand generally between 
Mrs. Nevin, the Estates Commissioners, 
and the evicted tenants. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that their 
proposal to purchase this estate has been 
accepted, and they will come into posses- 
sion on Ist May, 1907. In the mean- 
time the tenants cannot be put into posses- 
sion nor can the untenanted lands be 
distributed. A scheme for the allotment 
of the untenanted land has not yet been 
settled, but when dealing with the matter 
the Commissioners will consider the 
applications of the persons named in the 
Question, as well as other persons who 


have applied. 


{26 JuLy 1906} 
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Irish Prison Governors. 

Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.) : To ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland who recommended Majors 
O’Lewis and Luscombe for positions of 
deputy-governors and afterwards second- 
class governors in the Irish Prison 
Service ; what experience had they of 
prison management to qualify them for 
these positions ; what are the names and 
length of service of governors qualified 
to fill these positions who were passed 
over; on what grounds and on whose 
recommendation was Clerk Boland 
appointed deputy-governcr of Mount- 
joy Prison; what are his qualifications 
and his experience ; why were the local 
deputy-governors who had prior claims 
overlooked; what was Mr. Boland’s 
salary as clerk and what is his present 
salary ; will he explain why the position 
of storekeeper was given to a sergeant 
of the Clare Militia with a few months 
experience in preference to officers of 
long service and experience ; were there 
any military applicants for the position 
of deputy - governor; and, if so, how 
many. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The gentle- 
men named were appointed deputy- 
governors of prisons by the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant under a former Government. I 
have no information as to who recom- 
mended these gentlemen, beyond the fact 
that their applications were supported by 
testimonials from military officers and 
Colonial governors, under whom they 
had served respectively. Prior to his 
appointment as deputy - governor, Major 
Owen Lewis had no experience of prison 
management, but Major Luscombe had 
such experience in the Colonies. No 
governors were passed over when these 
gentlemen were promoted to be second- 
class governors, because as deputy- 
governors they were of higher rank and 
pay than third-class governors. Mr. 
Boland was appointed by the Lord- 
Lieutenant to be deputy-governor on 
the recommendation of the General 
Prisons Board as being the best qualified 
for promotion. He had _ twenty-two 
years experience in the executive and 
the clerical ranks of the Irish prison 
service. The General Prisons board 
considered that no local deputy-governor 
had prior claims or equal qualifications. 
Mr. Boland’s salary as prison clerk was 
£120. His present salary is £180. A 
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former sergeant of the Clare Militia is 
in prison service as clerk warder, but 
he has not been appointed storekeeper. | 
I have no information as to the number | 
of military applicants for the position 
of deputy-governor. 


(Qnesticns. 


Irish Eviction Dates. 

Mr. MEAGHER (Kilkenny, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland if in view of the 
importance to evicted tenants in Lreland 
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maintenance in the district, to get rid 
|of the dead water below the outfall. 
|The work was not undertaken at the re- 
quest. of the ratepayers of Warrenstown, 
and, I understand, is of trivial advantage 
to that part of Warrenstown which is 
outside the drainage district. The cost 
of it is estimated at about £5, and would 
appear to be properly chargeable against 
the drainage district, which otherwise 
would not have derived the full benefit of 
the works. 


Questions. 


| 
| 
| 


of accurate information as to the dates | 
on which they were evicted and other | Alleged Wrongful Detention in Monaghan 


indispensable statistics, he will see that | 
some | 


facilities are given under which 
duly authorised person will be permitted | 
o examine the books of the sheriff 
each county, where necessary, as a 
Return of the particulars of evicted 
tenants whose applications were not yet 
lodged for reinstatement has been 
refused, 


(Answered by Mr, Bryce.) The Lon. 
Member does not give any indication 
as to who he thinks should be authorised 
to examine the sherifl’s books. If a 
necessity should be shown for 
any such step, I will ascertain whether 
I have power to give directions in the 
matter. I apprehend, however, that if 


a question should arise in any case as_ 


to the precise date of an eviction, or 


any other necessary detail, there would | 


be no difficulty in ascertaining the facts. 


Urlingford Drainage Charges. 


Mr. MEAGHER: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 


Ireland if he is aware of the discontent | 
which exists amongst the ratepapers of | 


the Loughens, Urlingford, county Kil- 
kenny, by reason of the assessment of 
certain drainage charges ; whether 
is aware that, in compliance with a 
petition of the ratepayers of Warrens- 
town, a neighbouring townland, certain 
other drainage works were carried on | 
for their benefit, and that the whole of | 
the charges of both places were levied | 
off the lands of the Loughens; and | 
whether he will send down an inspector 
to re-assess the charges in proportion to | 
the benefit derived by both townlands. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I am. 


informed that, as not uncommonly | 
happens, it was necessary in this case, 
in order to carry out the works of | 


taking | 


he | 


Asylum. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has received a statement concerning 
Francis M’Donald, of county Cavan, who 
was, it is alleged, wrongfully detained in 
‘the district asylum at Monaghan from 
Sth June, 1900, until January, 1904 ; was 
'an inquiry held into this alleged lunatic’s 
case, and with what result ; and whether, 
| under all the circumstances, and having 
regard tothe treatment of M’ Donald, and 
to the sufferings which he endured, he 
will recommend the Local Government 
Board to remit the surcharge, and to 
/consent to the Committee paying to 
|M’Donald the sum of £74 15s, 2d. charged 
for his maintenance. 


(Answered hy Mr. Bryce.) The hon. 
_Member has forwarded to me the state- 
ment to which he refers. I am informed 
that on 5th September, 1905, the inspectors 
of lunatic asylums held an inquiry on 
oath, into the case, and found that 
M’Donald was legally committed to, and 
detained in, the asylum, but that more 
/energy might have been displayed by the 
asylum officials in urging his relatives to 
enter into the necessary recognisances for 
his discharge after he had_ sufficiently 
recovered. M’Donald was charged by 
the Asylum Committee £74 15s. 2d. for 
maintenance during his detention. The 
‘Committee have expressed the intention 
of refunding this sum to M’Donald upon 
| the ground that his property was 
squandered by his relatives during his 
‘detention. As the committee did not 
| bring this sum into account the auditor 
| considered it to be his duty to surcharge 
the members of the committee upon 
-whose decision the sum was withheld 
‘from audit. The Local Government 
Board have received no appeal against 
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tis pegs. but if such an appeal 
should be lodged they will duly inquire 
into and consider the matter. 


(Questions. 


Arklow Pier. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that the engineer employed by the 
Arklow Harbour Board is unable to 
prepare plans for the extension of Arklow 
Pier without preliminary borings which 
cannot be made until the direction of the 
extension is decided upon ; whether, with 
a view to preventing a useless expenditure 
of any part of the fund available, he will 


state if the Government agrees to the | 


alignment of the pier, favoured by Mr. 


Wick, late chief engineer to the Board of | 
Works, and adopted in April last by the | 
Arklow Harbour Commissioners ; and, if | 


not, what alignment does it wish to have ; 


whether, in view of the fact that the | 
Arklow Harbour Commissioners have no | 


funds available for the required borings, 


the Government will provide them out of | 
the £7,000 already voted by Parliament ; | 
if he is aware that neither the question of | 


alignment, nor of the funds for the 
borings, is dealt with in the letter from 
the Government to the Arklow Harbour 
Commissioners of May 28th last, to which 
the Commissioners are now referred, and 
that the engineer of the Arklow Harbour 
Commissioners declares his inability to 
proceed to the making of plans until these 
questions are settled by the Government. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 can best 
answer this Question by briefiy stating the 
facts. The Government have promised a 
free grant of £14,000 towards works at 
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Government engineer as to the satis 
factory progress in the works. As to the 
preparation of the plans and specifications 
the [rish Government can give no advice. 
That isa question for the Harbour Board 
and their engineer, and the Government 
can take no further steps in the matter 
until the plans and specifications are 
submitted in adequate detail. Any 
expense incident to the supply of the 
plans and specifications will be dealt with 
as part of the expenses of the scheme, and 
will be payable out of the grant of 
£14,000. 





Mr. Beresford’s Stradbally Property. 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
_ Estates Commissioners have yet received 
a Report from their inspector, Mr. Guiry, 
who on the 2nd instant visited the estate 
of Mr. J. G. Beresford, who has lodged 
an application for the sale of his property 
near Stradbally, county Waterford, under 
the provisions of the Land Act, 1903; if 
a Report has been received from Mr. 
Guiry, what is the nature of that Report, 
and will he say whether Mr. Beresford’s 
representative objected to the inspector 
inspecting portions of the estate consisting 
of evicted farms and untenanted lands ; 
and, if so, what action the Commissioners 
purpose taking in the matter. 





| (Answered °y Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that their 
inspector's Report has not yet been 
received. The Commissioners will cause 
| inquiries to be made into the allegation 
| contained in the Question, 

| 


Arklow Harbour, and £7,000 of this | 


amount is provided in the Ireland De- 
velopment Grant Estimate of the present 
vear. The Arklow Harbour’ Board 
have long since been made aware of the 
conditions upon which the grant is to 
he made, namely, that the plans, specifi- 
cations, and contract, which may be 
decided upon by the Harbour Board 
acting on the advice of their own engineer, 
are to be submitted to the Government, 
by whom they will be referred for 
examination and approval to the Govern- 
ment advising engineer. When the plans, 
ete., have been approved the Government 
will, from time to time, make payments 
to the Harbour Board up to the total of 
£14,000 upon the certificate of the 


Caheroyan Property, Athenry. 


| Mr. DUFFY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant 
of Ireland if the Estates Commis- 


sioners received a copy of a Resolution 
passed by the people of Athenry, wherein 
attention was drawn to the fact that an 
area of untenanted land, known as the 
Caheroyan property, adjoins the town 
and would be most beneficial if distributed 
amongst the town tenants on the Lambesh 
estate ; whether these lands have been 
used from time immemorial by the 
residents of Athenry as accommodation 
lands ; and will he advise the Estates 
Commissioners to acquire this property in 





tke public interest. 
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(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
Commissioners inform me that they have 
received a copy of the resolution referred 
to, but are unable to identify the 
Caheroyan property from the information 
given, If further particulars, including 
the name and address of the landlord or 


his agent, should be furnished to the | 
Commissioners they will have further | 


inquiries made. 


Catholics and the Donegal Grand Jury. 

Mr. ODOHERTY (Donegal, N.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland why a fair pro- 
portion of Catholics are not summoned to 
serve on the grand jury of the county 
Donegal: whether he will state the 
object of such exclusion; and whether 
he will try to have the grievance 
remedied. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 am afraid 
that I cannot add anything to my reply 
to the hon. Member’s similar Question 
of 26th March.t Grand juries are em- 
panneled by high sheriffs in accordance 
with statute, and unless it should be 
shown that the provisions of the law 
have not been complied with, which I 
understand is not suggested, the Govern- 
ment have no power to interfere. 


Lambert Min_rs’ Estate, Athenry. 

Mr. DUFFY: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if the attention of the Estates 
Commissioners has been directed to the 
uneconomic condition of a number of 
small holders of land on the Lambert 
Minors’ estate, in the townlands of Caher 
Crin and Lacarn, near Athenry ; whether 
the Estates Commissioners are presently 
engaged in trying to bring about an 


understanding between the tenants and 
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interests of a general settlement of the 
estate. 
| 


(Questions. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 am in- 
formed that the receiver over the estate 
of Lambert Minors is in communication 
with the owner's ‘solicitors with the 
object of instituting formal proceedings 
for the sale of the estate to the Estates 
Commissioners. The Commissioners 
understand that the estate contains a 
considerable area of untenanted land, 
which will be included in the sale. The 
Commissioners have no information as to 
‘the Monatigue farm, but will make 
inquiries with reference to it if the name 
of the owner or his agent should be 
furnished to them. 


Todd-Thornton Estate, County Armagh. 


Mr. McKILLOP (Armagh, 8.): To 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether part of 
the lands comprising the Todd-Thornton 
estate, county Armagh, known as_ tho 
Mullinune meadows, has recently been 
advertised for sale ; and, if so, by whom ; 
and whether, in view of the fact that the 
estate has been purchased by the tenants 
| the Estates Commissioners will take the 
| necessary steps to safeguard the interests 
|of the tenants in connection with the 
| proposed sale of the meadows. 


| 





(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Estates 
| Commissioners inform me that they have 
/no knowledge as to whether the meadows 
| referred to have been advertised for sale. 
| Purchase agreements in respect of nine 
holdings, comprising 170 acres, in the 
townland of Mullynure have been lodged 
with the Commissioners, but they are 
‘unable to say whether the meadows 
referred to are included in the sale. 


| 


the agent of the property with a view to | 


purchase by the tenant ; whether, having 


regard to the fact that there is no un- | 


tenanted land on the Lambert property 
available for the enlargement of the 
tenants’ holdings, and seeing that a 
grazing farm, known as the Monatigue 
Farm, runs alongside the tenants’ 
holdings, he will instruct the Commis- 
sioners to open negotiations with the 
owner of this untenanted farm so as to 
have it purchased, if possible, in the 





+ 


t See (4) Debates, cliv., 829, 


Mr. Robert Bailey of Fowney. 

| Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, S.): To 
|ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord- 
_ Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
| Mr. Robert Bailey, of Fowney, county 
| Derry, who supported the Liberal candi- 
'date at the General Election, has been 
, again visited by a gang of Orangemen, 
who mutilated a bullock belonging to 
him; whether other malicious damage 
had been previously done to his property ; 





38 


a oe 


wa &@ eH © @& 








1425 


(Juestions, 


and whether the perpetrators of these 
outrages have been brought to justice. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 am in- 
formed by the police authorities that on 
the 11th instant Mr. Bailey reported to 
them that a considerable portion of the 
tail of a young bull, his property, had 
been maliciously cut off. The police 
found the fact to be as stated. Malicious 
injury to Mr. Bailey’s property was also 
committed in January last, when a rick 
of hay was burnt and a heifer maliciously 
killed. The police have used every 
effort to discover the perpetrators of 
these outrages, but have not succeeded 
in bringing anyone to justice. 


West Kent Regimental Tailor. 

Mr. SLOAN : To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether in view of the 
fact that the quartermaster of the 1st 
sattalion Royal West Kent Regiment, 
testified to the work turned out under 
the supervision of Ex-Sergeant Master 
Tailor Pressley, as always well done and 
very satisfactory, he can say who in- 
formed him that Pressley was not fitted 
for the post; and whether the injury 


Pressley received in the Boer War 
prevented him joining as_ ordinary 
sergeant. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Haldane.) 
I have nothing to add to the full infor- 
mation which [ have already given the 
hon. Member on this case. 


Piershill Barracks, Edinburgh. 

Viscount TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor- 
sham): To ask the Secretary of State 
for War how many cases of diphtheria 
have occurred at  Piershill barracks 
during the last ten years, and how many 
of such cases are directly traceable to 
defective drainage at the barracks; and 
whether he is now in a position to state 
whether any steps have been taken to 
acquire a site for fresh barracks at 
Edinburgh in place of Piershill. 


(Answered by Mr, Secretary Haldane.) 
There have been five cases of diphtheria 
during the last ten years, four of which 
were among children, and none of which 
were attributed by the medical officers in 
charge of barracks to any defects of the 
drainage system. ‘There is no money at 
present available for the purpose sug- 
gested in the last part of the Question. 
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Gun Piring at Roker. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland) : 
To ask the Secretary of State for War if 
his attention has been called to the 
annoyance of the inhabitants of Roker, 
Sunderland, caused by the periodical 
firing of guns at that place, the windows 
and doors of some of the houses being 
broken to an alarming extent ; and, if so, 
whether it is his intention to take any 
action with a view to its discontinuance. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
No complaints from this place have 
reached the War Office. The General 
Officer Commanding-in-Chief, Northern 
Command, has been requested to report 
on the matter. 


Duke of York’s School Site 
Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if he 
will state his proposals with regard to 
disposing of the site of the Duke 
York’s School. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Huldane.) 
The question of the disposal of the site is 
being considered by an Interdepartmental 
Committee. 


Piershill Barracks. 

Major ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if, 
now that his Army policy is settled, he 
will announce whether the insanitary 
barracks at Piershill can shortly be re 
built. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane., 
These barracks are not, as suggested in 
the Question, absolutely insanitary, and 
they have not been condemned. But, in 
my opinion, they are not satisfactory as 
cavalry barracks. As, however, there 
are no funds at present available for the 
purpose of rebuilding I am not able to 
reply to the Question. 


New Bayonet. 

Mason ANSTRUTHER-GRAY: To 
ask the Secretary of State for War if the 
pattern of the new bayonet to be issued 
to the troops has now been selected. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
The pattern for the new bayonet has 
not yet been selected. 
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The Territorial Army. 
Sir FREDERICK BANBURY (City of 

London) : To ask the Secretary of State 

for War if he proposes to introduce legisla- 

tion during the autumn dealing with the 

territorial army. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
A Bill will be introduced, but I do not 
anticipate that the date chosen will be in 
the autumn session, 


Messrs. Armstrong Whitworth and Com 
pany and the Volunteers. 

Mr. HUDSON (Neweastle-on-Tyne) : 

To ask the Secretary of State for War 

whether his attention has been called to 


iCOMMONS} 





the action of Messrs. Armstrong, Whit- 
worth, and Company, towards a number | 
of their employees, who as Volunteers | 
were called up to line the streets of | 
Newcastle-on-Tyne on the occasion of | 
their Majesties the King and Queen | 
visiting the city on the 11th instant, and | 
who, in consequence of the heavy rain, | 
were drenched; whether he is aware | 
that those men who were absent on the | 
following day during the first quarter of | 
the day were suspended for three days, | 
and those who were absent the whole day | 
were suspended fora week ; and whether | 
these Volunteers called on duty and 
sustaining loss are entitled to any 
compensation. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
No report to this effect has been received 
at the War Oftice. The circumstances 
as alleged in the Question would not | 
warrant compensation from Army funds, | 
The War Office neither did nor could | 
compel Volunteers to line the streets. 





Trade Mark Law in China. 

Mr. TILLETT (Norwich): To ask 
the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the new trade mark law 
in China has yet been brought into 
operation ; if not, whether there is any 
likelihood of this taking place in the 
near future; whether the regulations 
proposed in 1904 have been amended ; if 
so, in what manner; whether he has 
official reports showing that traders 
secure any real advantage from now 
depositing their trade marks at Shanghai ; 
and whether registration of a trade make 
in China will prevail over a prior user of 
the same mark. 





1438 


(Answered by Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey.) 1. The Answer to the first 
Question is in the negative. 2. It is 
not possible to say when the regulations 
will come into force. 3. The regulations, 
as originally drafted, were not. satis- 
factory. Amendments have been pro- 
posed by the representatives at Peking of 
the Foreign Powers, and the matter is 
still under discussion. 4. When His 
Majesty’s Minister at Peking reported 
that the Chinese Government had agreed 
to suspend the operation of the regula- 
tions until an agreement had been come 
to with the Governments interested, he 
stated that the registration office at 
Shanghai would not be closed to appli- 
cants, but that as no marks could be 
registered this point was of no importance. 
5, Pending the conclusion of the negotia- 
tions, | am unable to give the information 
asked for. 


(Juestions. 


Natal Municipal Corporaticn Bill. 

Sir H. COTTON (Nottingham, E.) : 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether the Municipal 
Corporations Bill now under considera 
tion of the Natal Legislature contains a 
provision disfranchising all persons who 
are not in possession of the Parliament- 
ary franchise; and, if so, whether His 
Majesty’s Government will decline to 
signify His Majesty’s assent to this 
provision of the Bill which is calculated 
to operate hardly on British Indians in 
Natal who enjoy the privilege of a 
municipal franchise in their own country. 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) The 
Bill referred to which was passed by the 
Natal Legislature a year ago contains 
such a provision, but saving existing 
rights. The Secretary of State received 
a telegram on the 17th instant purporting 
to be from British Indian Colonists in 
Natal, protesting against the Bill and 
especially this provision, and intimating 
that a memorial from the Natal Indian 
community is on its way. No repre- 
sentations had previously been addressed 
by the Indian community to him. The 
Secretary of State proposed to await the 
receipt of the memorial in question. 


Sir H. COTTON : To ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Municipal Corporations Bill, 
now under the consideration of the 
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Natal Legislature, contains a provision 
defining “uncivilised races” as all 
barbarous or semi-barbarous races, and 
all Indians introduced as identured 
labourers not actually under indenture and 
their descendants, unless their status is | 
above that of labourers or domestic 
servants; and, if so, whether, having 
regard to the grievance which is very 
keenly felt in India arising from the 
classification of these British Indian 
subjects with barbarous or semi-barbarous 
races, His Majesty's Government will 
advise His Majesty to decline to signify 
His assent to this provision of the Bill 
until the words relating to His Majesty’s 
Indian subjects are omitted, 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) The 
Natal Municipal Corporations Bill con- 
tains the provision referred to. The 
Secretary of State has at the instance of 
the Government of india urged the Natal 
Government to procure the Amendment 
of the definition by the omission of the 
words relating to Indians, on the 
ground stated in the hon. Member's 
Question, and His Majesty’s Government 
earnestly trust that a solution will be 
found which will meet the wishes of the | 
Indian Government. Meanwhile, the 
Secretary of State has tendered no advice | 
to His Majesty on the subject of the | 
Bill. 


Sir H. COTTON : To ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether having regard to the fact that 
the word coolie is frequently used in 
South Africa as a general term, including 


Majesty’s Government will take steps to 
ensure that in the Municipal Corporations 
Bill, now under the consideration of the 
Natal Legislature, the word coolie used 
therein shall be strictly defined so as to 
include only labourers actually serving | 
under indenture, and labourers introduced 
under indenture, but whose indentures 
have expired and their descendants pro- 
vided that they are not of a status above | 
that of a labourer or domestic servant, 
and so protect respectable natives of | 
India from the restrictions of the Bill 
which are imposed on coolies. 


| 
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on the subject with a view to securing 
that the word “ coolie” should be more 
clearly defined. 


(Juestions. 


Valencia Shooting Case. 

Mr. BARNES (Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 
To ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
the Colonies if he is aware of the arrest, 
on May 26th, and detention since, at 
Valencia, of a British engineer of the 
steamship ‘ Gravina,” on a charge of 
shooting on May 2nd, the fact being that 
the said engineer, David ‘Taylor, fired a 
revolver in the air te attract the attention 
of the police after being stabbed in the 
street by a Spaniard, and from the effect 
of which he was in hospital for twenty- 
four days; and, if not aware of the cir 
cumstances, will he cause inquiry to be 
made. 


(Answered by Mr. Lloyd-George): My 
right hon. friend has asked me to reply 
to this Question. The Board of Trade 
have received a report from the Consul 
(seneral at Barcelona with regard to the 
matter referred to in the Question, and 


authority has been given to him to obtain 


legal assistance for Mr. Taylor, if neces- 
sary, and to provide him with adequate 
fare while he is in prison. 


House of Commons Crockery. 

Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): To ask the First 
of Works whether on 
account of the large wastage by breakage, 


| the Ottice of Works has ceased to supply 


the House of Commons with plates, cups, 


_and other articles of leadless glazed ware ; 
all Asiatics of whatever standing, His | 


whether the change of system was accom- 


panied by any recommendation as to the 


use of leadless glaze or of ware coated 
with glaze which conforms to the standard 
adopted by the Oftice of Works in its own 
contracts ; whether any similar change of 
system has taken place in case of other 
Departments formerly supplied by or 


|advised by the Office of Works; and 
| Whether His Majesty's Government will 


consider the possibilty of again calling the 


attention of other Departments to the 


desirability of using ware coated with 
leadless glaze. 


(Answered by Mr. Harcourt.) The change 


(Answered by Mr. Churchill.) The Goy- | in the system whereby the Refreshment 
ernment of India have raised the point, | Committee of the House of Commons 


and the Secretary of State is in com- 
munication with the Government of Natal | 


receives a subsidy in lieu of direct sup- 
plies of china and earthenware was not 
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due to the large wastage by reason of 
leadless glaze being used, but to the fact 
that better control could be exercised over 
demands if the Committee had to pay 
directly for the supplies. The change 
affected supplies of all kitchen plant, linen, 
china, and glass. The change in the 
system took effect prior to the introduc- 
tion of leadless glaze. The system of 
granting subsidies or allowances is general 
throughout the large public Departments. 
The attention of the various public Depart- 
ments will be directed to the desirability 
of using ware coated with leadless glaze 
or with a glaze which conforms to the 
Office of Works standard, but the purchase 
of these articles is entirely in the discre- 
tion of the Refreshment Committees. 


(Juestions. 


Agricultural Rating Grants. 

Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether the Government will 
arrange that the payments made under 
the Agricultural Rates Act to spending 
shall be based not, as now, on the rates 
collected by spending authorities in one 
year but on the average of the rates 
collected by such spending authorities 
during the three preceding years to that 
in which payments are under the Act, for 
the reason that the rates collected by 
spending authorities have grown since 
1895 by the enhanced cost of the Educa- 
tion Act, and also by the increased cost of 
the highways consequent on the Loco- 
motive Acts, and Motor Car Acts and 
other causes, which together have in- 
creased the rates to such an extent that 
the sums now received by the spending 
authorities do not nearly amount to the 
half of the rates on agricultural land, 
which proportion is intended and _pro- 
fessed to be paid to spending authorities 
under the Act 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 
Agricultural Rates Act requires that the 
annual payments under it shall be based 
on the amount of the rates raised during 
the year 1895-6. It does not admit of 
their being based on the rates collected 
during any later years, and, as I have 
stated in reply to previous Questions, I 
could not undertake to bring in a Bill to 
alter it in this respect. 


Vaccination Exemption Certificates. 
MaJor COATES (Lewisham) : To ask 
the President of the Local Government 
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Board if he will give a Return showing 
how many certificates of conscientious 
objections to vaccination were granted in 
the years 1904 and 1905, respectively, 
and how many were refused. 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) The 
number of certificates received by the 
vaccination officers in 1904 and 1905 
respectively, was 39,512 and 41,687. | 
am not able to say how many applications 
for certificates were refused, and the in. 
formation could not be obtained without 
considerable difficulty. 
Metropolitan Borough Councils and 

Parliamentary Costs 

Mr. CLELAND (Glasgow, Bridgeton) : 
To ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board if he will grant a Return of 
the expenses incurred by the Metropolitan 
borough councils in Parliamentary pro- 
ceedings since their creation ; and what 
proportion of such expenses has been in- 
curred in opposing bills promoted by the 
central authority. 


(Answered by Mr, John Burns.) Tf my 
hon. friend will move for a Return to the 
effect suggested I shall be happy to assent 
to it. Perhaps he will send me a draft of 
his Motion before he puts it down. 


Stansted Tuberculosis Experimental 
Farm. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: To ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board if 
he will state the amount of the grant 
originally made for the tuberculosis 
experimental farm at Stansted, Essex ; 
what public moneys have since been 
expended thereon ; and whether he will 
assent to a Return showing how the 
money is expended ; the number of milk- 
cows and young heifers which have been 
purchased from the Channel Islands, and 
other places, and how they have been 
disposed of; the number of animals 
killed ; and the number which have died 
under treatment ; and whether he pro- 
poses to allow the continuance of this 
institution, having regard to the fact that 
it is locally considered a public nuisance 


(Answered by Mr. John Burns.) Tunder: 
stand that the amounts voted for and 
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expended by the Royal Commission on | in respect of the work at the farms and 
Tuberculosis include the following sums | laboratory at Stansted. 


Questions, 





Amount included 











Year. | ia Veku Amount Expended. 
| £ | £ 

1901-2 | “ss 1,368 

1902-3 | 10,750 9,799 

1903-4 | 7,853 7,296 

1904-5 7,969 8,064 

1905-6 7,635 7,473 

1906-7 | 7,765 About £2,000, to date 





Iam informed that the other details 
asked for in the Question will appear in 
the Report and Appendix which the 
Commission now have in preparation. [| 
am not aware of any sufficient reason for 
suggesting that the work should be dis- 
continued. 


Education Committees and Travelling 
Exvenses. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
To ask the President of the Board of 
Education whether he will advise the 
Government to take steps to have in- 
serted in the Education Bill, before it 
passes into law, a provision empowering 
local education authorities to pay the 
reasonable travelling expenses of its 
members when attending any of its 
meetings or the meetings of its educa- 
tion committee or any sub-committee of 
the same. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The matter 
referred to, involving, as it does, questions 
of rates, cannot be dealt with. 


Access to Education Authorities’ 
Documents. 

Dr. MACNAMARA: To ask the 
President of the Board of Education 
whether he will advise the Government 
to take steps to have inserted in the 
Education Bill before it passes into Law 
a clause re-enacting Section 87 of the 
Education Act of 1870, which gave rate- 
payers the right of access, under reason- 
able conditions, to the documents of the 
local education authority for the area. 
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(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) Tt is too 
late now to consider the introduction of 
a new clause of this Bill. It is a matter 
which is best left to the discretion of 
local authorities. 


New End, Hampstead, and Eltham 

chools. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): To ask the President of the 
Board of Education whether his attention 
has been drawn to the proposal of the 
London County Council to place under 
one male head teacher the combined 
departments (viz., for boys and girls 
respectively) of the school at New End, 
Hampstead, and also to a similar proposal 
in respect of the Deansfield Road, Eltham 
school ; and whether, having regard to 
the efficient education of the girls and in 
justice to the women teachers, he will 
withhold his assent from these proposals. 


(Answered by Mr. Birrell.) The Board 
of Education have received no proposals 
as yet from the London County Council 
in regard to the matters named in the 
Question. I will see that they are care- 
fully considered if and when they are 
submitted for the sanction of the Board. 


Orange Postal Officials at Lisnalong. 

Mr. McKEAN (Monaghan, 8.): To 
ask the Postmaster-General if his atten- 
tion has been called to the conduct of the 
postman and postmaster of Lisnalong, 
county Monaghan, who is a member ot 
the Orange Society, and who attended a 


3B 
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recent meeting under the auspices of such 
society in Clones in full regalia ; and 
whether he intends taking any action in 
the matter. 


(Ansue red by Mr. Sydney Burton.) I 
am not aware of the circumstances referred 
to, but IT am making inquiry and will 
communicate the result to the hon. 
Member. 


Telegraphing Figures. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Finsbury, Central) : 
To ask the Postmaster-General whether 
there is a rule throughout the tele- 
graph service, that in order to prevent 
error, all figures in public telegrams are 
repeated by the signalling clerk at the 
time of transmission, and in the event of 


mistakes being made, the receiving tele- | 


graphist is liable to fine and the error 
recorded against him: whether by order 
of the Deputy Controller of the Central 
Telegraph Otfice, a regulation has been 
issued, forbidding the repetition of figures 
on the cireuits between Grimsby and 
London ; and, if so, will the Postmaster- 
General state why this safeguard has been 
removed between these offices, and 
whether the staff will he fined for the 
errors which may arise. 


(dnswered hy Mr. Sydney Buaeton.) 
There is a rule that figures in public tele 
grams are to be repeated by the signalling 
clerk at the time of transmission, but it 
has not been applied to certain of the 
most Important circuits, and the necessity 
for it at the present day is doubtful. 
Instructions were given, not by the 
Deputy Controller of the Central Tele- 
graph Office, but from head quarters, for 
its waiver experimentally — between 
Grimsby and London. The result of the 
experiment will be carefully watched. A 
fine is not imposed or a record made 
against a telegraphist automatically either 
in the event of an error or in any other 
circumstances. Careful inquiry is always 
made into the merits of the case and the 
change of rule on the Grimsby circuits 
would of course be a faetor for 
consideration, 


Belfast Postal Staff Grievances. 

Mr. SLOAN : To ask the Postmaster- 
General, if, in course of the last two years, 
several deputations were received hy the 
postmaster of Belfast, protesting, in the 
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name of the staff, against the character 
of, at least, two promotions ; and will he 
say if Reports as to the result of these 
interviews were made to headquarters. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Bucton.) No 
such Reports can be traced ; and I have 
no information regarding the deputations 
to which the hon, Member refers. 


Belfast Mail Van Drivers. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Postmaster 
Generai if he will cause inquiry to be 
made into the conditions under which 
mail-van drivers are employed in Belfast, 
ascertaining their rate of wages and their 
weekly average attendances. 


(Answered by Mr, Sydney Barton.) 1 
will make inquiry on the subject. 


Belfast Letter Deliveries. 

Mr. SLOAN: To ask the Postmaster- 
General under what circumstances ani 
on whose recommendation the arrange- 
ment to restrict the deliveries of letters 
in Belfast on the 12th instant was can- 
celled: was he consulted before the can 
cellation took place; and had he been 
previously advised that this public 
holiday was the most widely and the 
most generally observed in the city. 


(Answered by Mr, Sydney Buston.) The 
matter came before me for decision. 
Having regard to the nature of the 
celebration [ did not think it advisable 
to erant a special holiday. 


Magherafelt Rural Postman. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: To ask the Post- 
master-eneral, whether he aware 
that Thomas Stewart, rural postman, 
Magherafelt, county Derry, swore last 


Is 


week during a civil trial that’ he 
is in the habit of wearing Orange 


regalia and marching in Orange proces- 
sions on 12th July; whether he is aware 
that this man has also been convicted for 
using party expressions calculated to lead 
to a breach of the peace ; and what steps 
he proposes to take to put a stop to such 
proceedings by a public servant. 


(Answered by Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 1 
will make inquiry on the subject and will 
Communicate the result to the hon. 
Member. 
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Clerks to Surveyors of Taxes. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: To ask the 
Secretary to the ‘Treasury whether, 
in view of the contention that estab- 
lished clerks to the surveyors of 
taxes were formerly employed in large 
numbers and found to be unsatisfactory, 
he will furnish particulars showing the 
precise number of such clerks that were 
employed ; whether he is aware that such 
clerks occupied the positions usually held 
hy assistant surveyors, and ultimately 
hecame surveyors of taxes ; and, seeing 
that their employment was an experiment, 
with a view to ultimately recruiting the 
assistant surveyorships from the ranks of 
the second division clerks, whether he 
= state what steps he now proposes to 
take. 


(Answered hy Mr. McKenna.) I am 
informed that the employment of a 
certain number of established clerks in 
surveyors’ offices was in operation from 
1877 to 1894, and during that period the 
total number so employed was 111. The 
greatest number employed at any one 
time was fifty-four. The second division 


clerks did not occupy the positions usually | 


held by assistant surveyors. In 1886 it 
was decided to abandon the system, and, 
as a means of providing for the clerks 
employed at the time, the position of 
assistant surveyor was thrown open to 
of ten years full service. As a 
consequence titty clerks became in the 
course of the next few years assistant 
surveyors. The recruitment of the 
assistant surveyor class from the clerk 
class was no part of the original scheme, 
hut was adopted merely as a means of 
facilitating the abolition of the employ- 
ment of established clerks in surveyors’ 
oftices. ; 


those 


Mr. MACVEAGH: To 
Secretary to the ‘Treasury 
he can state the number of  clerk- 
ships (1) in Section C and (2) in 
Section D in offices of surveyors of taxes 
in England and in Ireland, respectively ; 
the number of clerks promoted to Section 
C clerkships in England during the five 
years ended 31st March, 1906, and who 
were employed in English offices previous 
to their promotion ; the number of clerks 
who have been promoted to Section C 
clerkships in England and_ Ireland, 
respectively, during the same time, and 
who held Irish Section D_ clerkships 


ask the 
whether 
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(| previous to promotion; and whether, 
| seeing that when vacancies occur in 
English offices, surveyors object to select- 
ing Irish clerks who have had no 
experience of English work, and that the 
Board of Inland Revenue have drawn up 
regulations as to promotion which would 
appear to apply to the whole body of tax 
clerks and not to any particular section 
of them, he will inquire into the position 
of Section D clerks in Irish offices with a 
view to affording them the same oppor- 
tunities of promotion as English clerks 
enjoy. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) (1) The 
number of clerkships (Sections B, C, and 
D) in England and Ireland respectively, 
is as follows :— 














England. Ireland. 
Section B - - 23. 3 
Section C 52 2 
Section D - 139 14 
(2) The number of English clerks 


promoted to Section C during the five 
years ended 3lst March, 1903, was 
twenty-four ; (3) The number of Irish 
clerks promoted to Section C during the 
same period was two, one of whom was 
promoted by an English district ; (4) In 
selecting clerks for the higher and more 
important districts, men with experience 
qualifying them for the work of such 
districts are naturally chosen. I can only 
express my regret if, as the hon. Member 
suggests, this practice operates to the 
disadvantage of the Irish clerks. 


Custom House Watchers’ Wages. 

Mr. WHITEHEAD (Essex, 8.E.): To 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the wages of Custom House 
watchers at Tilbury, Gravesend, and 
Queenborough, are on a lower scale than 
those of watchers at other places in the 
port of London ; and, if so, whether the 
watchers at these three places can now 
be put on the same footing as the other 
watchers in the port. 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) One 
fourth of the Customs watchers at the 


§ Beg 
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places referred to rise to the same maxi- 
mum pay as the watchers in London ; 
witht his qualification the Answer to the 
first of the Question is in the affirmative. 
The higher pay for London watchers was 
granted in respect of the higher cost of 
living in London, and after careful con- 
sideration I am of opinion that this 
distinction should be maintained. 


Questions. 


Clerks to Surveyors of Taxes. 

Mr. MACVEAGH: To ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he 
will explain upon what grounds an 
inquiry into the sta/s and treatment of 
the clerks to surveyors of taxes is refused ; 
whether he is aware these grievances are 
not confined to the clerks themselves, but 
include the surveyors also ; and whether, 
in view of this fact, he will direct an 
inquiry, with a view to eliciting the 
exact conditions under which these clerks 
work, 


(Answered by Mr McKenna.) The 
grounds of refusal are that all the facts 
are fully known, that they have been 
carefully examined and considered both 
by the Treasury and by the Board on 
more than one occasion in recent years, 
and that there is no reason to suppose 
that further inquiry would affect the 
judgment of the Treasury or of the 
Board of Inland Revenue. 


Bengal Newspaper Subscribers. 

Sir H. COTTON: To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether he 
will inquire into the measures which it is 
alleged are being taken in Eastern Bengal 
and Assam to ascertain and record the 
names of subscribers to Bengal news- 
papers, and will consider whether it is not 
desirable to put a stop to official espionage 
of this nature ? 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 
I will inquire whether the allegations 
referred to have any foundation in fact. 


Indian Gold Standard Reserve. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): To ask the Secretary of State 
for India if the Government of India has 
decided to hold in silver a portion of the 
gold reserve fund created to maintain the 
the exchange value of the rupee silver 
currency ; and, in such case, can he state 
the present total amount of the fund and 
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the amounts now held in gold, securities, 
and silver, respectively 4 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Morley.) 1 
have approved a proposal made by the 
Government of India that a portion of 
the gold standard reserve shall be held in 
silver. The nominal value of the British 
Government securities held on behalf of 
the reserve is £13,103,000. No gold is 
at present held in the reserve. Silver to 
the value of about £2,560,000 will in due 
course be transferred to the reserve ; so 
far, £1,056,000 has been transferred. 


July Celebrations at North Fermanagh. 

Mr. FETHERSTONHAUGH: To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether there was any 
breach of the peace caused by the 12th of 
July celebrations in North Fermanagh ; 
was there any suspension of the ordinary 
courtesies between Protestants and Roman 
Catholics reported to him from that 
district in connection with the celebra- 
tions; have any speeches made at the 
celebrations been reported by the police 
as tending to a breach of the peace; how 
many extra police were drafted into the 
the district; and had such extra police 
anything to do ? 


(Answered by Mr, Bryce.) 1 am in- 
formed by the police authorities that the 
Answer to the first inquiry is in the 
negative. The Answers to the second and 
third inquiries are also in the negative. 
No extra police were drafted into county 
Fermanagh on July 12th. 


Dromore Drainage. 

Mr. McKEAN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord-Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can state what has been the 
decision of the Board of Works in refer- 
ence to the Report of Mr. Ryan on the 
inquiry held two years ago at Cootehill as 
to the drainage scheme of the Dromore 
river between Ballybay and Cootehill ; 
why the Board of Works have taken no 
action in the matter; and whether the 
said Board purposes adopting the scheme 
recommended by Mr. W. F. Barry, the 
engineer to the local committee who 
sanctioned his scheme ? 


(Answered by Mr. McKenna.) I am in- 
formed that Mr. Ryan reported on this 
scheme on the 24th June, 1904. The 
report was adverse to the scheme, which 
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(Juestions. 


Mr. Ryan found to be inadequate and too | 
expensive for the benefit to be expected | 
of it. After considering this Report the | 
Board of Works decided not to sanction 
the scheme. An intimation of this! 
decision was conveyed to the secretary of | 
the local committee on the 27th Septem- 
her, 1904, together with a copy of Mr. 
Ryan’s Report. 


Police Visitation. 

Mr. MCKEAN: To ask the Chief Sec- | 
retary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
for what reason and upon whose authority | 
the police from Rockcorry station make | 
domiciliary visits to the houses of the | 
inhabitants of Anney, near Rockcorry ; | 
whether such a visit has been paid to the | 
house of a man named Fitzpatrick by | 
police from the aforesaid station; and 
whether he will explain under what | 
authority such visits are made. | 


| 
(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) Tam informed | 
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(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) 1 beg to 
refer the hon. Member to my Answer to 
his Question on this subject on March 
23rd.¢ The clerk of petty sessions is not 
precluded, either by statute or by order 
of the Lord-Lieutenant, from holding all 
As 
the petty sessions are held but once a 
month, the duties of the clerk are light, 


Questions. 


'and the salary proportionately small. 
|The clerk attends for three hours on three 


days a week, which is considered a 
sufficient attendance. He performs his 
duty to the satisfaction of the registrar 
of petty sessions clerks, and without 
complaint by the public. In these cireum- 
stances no action appears to be called for. 
I am not aware of the case to which 
reference is made in the concluding part 
of the Question. 


Earl of Lucan’s Pontoon Property. 
Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): To ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord-Lieu- 


by the police authorities that the only | tenant of Ireland what price was paid by 
visits paid this year by the police of | the Congested Districts Board to the 
Rockeorry station to the inhabitants of | Zarl of Lucan for the portion of his estate 





Anney were for the purpose of collect- 
ing agricultural statistics. Fitzpatrick’s 
house was visited for that purpose only. 
The police have not been instructed to 
pay visits for any other purpose. 


Appointments of Toomebridge Petty 
Sessions Clerk. 

Mr. McKEAN : To ask the Chief Sec- 
retary to the Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland 
if he is aware that the petty sessions clerk 
at Toomebridge also holds the following 
positions : postmaster of 'Toomebridge, 
lessee of Toome and Kilrea eel fishery, 
manager of the Killsegour mines, Toome, 
land agent for Mrs. Jones, Moneyglass, 
estate and land agent for Lady Spencer, 
Castledawson estate ; whether he is aware 
that this official is likewise a sand con- 
tractor ; that he is absent from Toome 
on Wednesday in connection with the 
Kilrea fishery, and on Saturday in con- 
nection with other of his offices, and 
discharges some duties of his position as 
petty sessions clerk by deputy; and, in 
in the interests of the public service, and 


seeing that so recently as twelve months | 


ago the then Chief Secretary insisted on 
another petty sessions clerk who held 
only one other position in addition to his 
official one relinquishing that one, 
whether he purposes taking any action 
in the matter 4 


|in the Pontoon electoral division of the 
| Castlebar Union, county Mayo, and what 
| rights, if any, have been reserved by the 
| Earl of Luean; have the townlands of 
| Knockalanagh, Garrihill, and Pontoon, or 
| any portions of them, been included in 
the sale; and, if so, have any portions 
of them been resold by the Congested 
Districts Board to the Earl of Luean, 
and, if so, for what reason and for what 
price; how many holdings in Pontoon 
electoral division have been striped by 
the Congested Districts Board; how 
many so striped are under a £3 valuation 
and how many under £10. 


(Answered by Mr. Bryce.) The Pontoon 
portion of the Earl of Lucan’s estate was 
not separately valued when purchased by 
the Congested Districts Board, but, on 
the basis of the rental, the estimated 
price would be £18,162. The only rights 
reserved by Lord Lucan are the sporting 
‘ights on the lands of Knockaglana. 
The Board have purchased the townlands 
of Knockaglana and Garrihill, excepting 
about 47 acres out of a total of 1,036 
in Knockaglana. The portion not pur- 
chased by the Board contains a_ hotel, 
constabulary barrack, and other buildings. 
There is no townland named Pontoon. 








t See (4) Debates, cliv., 740. 
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No portion of the lands bought has been 
resold tothe vendor. Forty-five holdings 
in Pontoon division have been striped by 
the Board. Of these fourteen are under 
£3 valuation, twenty-nine are under £10, 
and two are over £10. 


Questioius. 


Army Sergeants and Plain Clothes 

Dr. RUTHERFORD — (Middlesex, 
Brentford): To ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he will now state 
the date when permission was granted 
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to sergeants to keep plain clothes in| 
barracks ; whether permissson was by | 


Army order or letter ; and to whom was 
it communicated. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) | 


The amended edition of the King’s Regu- 


lations, containing amendments to this | 


effect, has been delayed, and it is not 


anticipated. The Army Council propose 
accordingly to issue a circular on the 
subject. 


Military Guard of Honour at Irish Assizes 

Captain CRAIG (Down, E.): To ask 
the Secretary of State for War by whose 
order a guard of honour of the 4th 
Battalion Northumberland — Fusiliers, 


with band and colours, was mounted at | 


the courthouse, Limerick, on the opening 


on the 6th July last, and under what 
King’s Regulation was it furnished. 


(Answered by Mr. Secretary Haldane.) 
It is not known at the War Office by 
whose order the guard of honour was 
mounted, but the regulation granting 
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(Questions, 


preferentially a native of India, to that 
Committee. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Mr. Morey, Montrose Burghs) : 
I have stated that this Committee will be 
chosen from the Executive Council, and I 
see no more reason for the hon. Member's 
suggestion than I should for the addition 
of an unofticial member to a Committee 
of the Cabinet in this country. 


Thibet. 

Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India when he proposes to lay further 
Papers on Thibet. 


Mr. MORLEY: The only Papers 
which it is proposed at present to lay on 
the Table are connected with the Con- 


: dela | vention with China of the 27th of April 
possible to publish it as early as was | 


last as to the Lhasa Convention of 1904. 
This Convention will be published shortly 
as soon as ratifications have been ex- 
changed with the Chinese Government. 


Indian Cotton Industries. 
Mr. T. DAVIES (Fulham): t beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 


| whether his attention has been called to 


areport by Mr. W. T. Fee, United States 
Consul at Bombay, on the cotton indus- 


: : IN | tries of India, in which he states that the 
of the County Limerick Summer Assizes | 


conditions and standard of labour in the 
Bombay cotton mills are the lowest in any 
Asiatic country ; whether he is aware 


that the operatives (many of whom are 


such a guard will be found in paragraph | 


65 (v.) of the King’s Regulations, 


QUESTIONS IN THE HOUSE, 


—_——- 


Indian Legislative Councils. 
Str H. COTTON (Nottingham, EF.) : I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


India whether the Committee appointed | 


in India to consider the question of re- 
forming the constitution of the legislative 
councils in that country consists of officials 
only ; and, if so, whether he will suggest 
to the Government of India the desira- 
bility of adding an unofficial member, and 


women and young people) have to work 
continuously from five a.m. till eight p.m. 
with only half-an-hour’s break ; and 
whether he will take steps to induce the 
Indian Government to legislate on lines 
that will put an end to such conditions. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) : I beg also 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether his attention has been called to 
the Report of the United States Consul 
at Bombay, in which he states that the 
hours of cotton operatives in India have 
been lengthened since the introduction of 
electric light, so that they are now from 
five in the morning until eight in the 
evening, with only half-an-hour’s stoppage 
for meals ; whether he is aware that there 
are no restrictions on the hours of male 
operatives over fourteen years of age; 
and whether he will take any steps in the 
matter. 
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Mr. MORLEY: I have read the Report 


referred to. The whole question is er- 
gaging my close attention, and I am 
expecting to receive shortly the reports 
on the hours and conditions of labour in 
Indian factories, and the recommenda- 
tions of the Local Governments and of 
the Government of India, as to the defects | 
of the existing law and the measures | 
necessary to effect the desired improve- | 
ments. [ intend to lose no time in 
dealing with this important question 

A Question by Mr. Shackleton as to a 
report by an English inspector and the 
reply of Mr. Morley thereto were both 
inaudible in the Press gallery. | 


(Juestions, 


Superintendent of Foreign Labour in the 
Transvaal Mines. 


Mr. NIELD (Middlesex, Ealing) : I beg 


to ask the Under-Necretary of State for | 


the Colonies if he will state what are the 
specific duties of the Superintendent of | 
Foreign Labour with regard to applica- 
tions by Chinese coolies in the Transvaal 
for repatriation ; what is the nature of the 
information he is required to obtain from 
each applicant, and if any inquiry is 
made to test its accuracy ; and whether 
the character and good conduct of each 


applicant, while in the Colony, is in-| 


vestigated, and by whom, 


THE UNDERSECRETARY OF | 
STATE ror tHE COLONIES (Mr. 
CHURCHILL, Manchester, N.W.): The 
hon. Member will see from the terms of 
the notification printed at page 190. of 
Cd. 3025 the nature of the duties of the 
Superintendent of Foreign Labour, by 
whom the notification is signed, and also 


the nature of the information he is 
required to obtain. He undertakes to 
review the circumstances of each ease, 


and for that purpose is expected to make 
any necessary inquiry into the accuracy 


of the information and the character and | 
[ may add, | 
however, that no obstacle has prevented | 
any of the coolies who have hitherto | 


conduct of the applicant. 


applied from returning to China. 


Religious Processions in Malta. 
Mr. SLOAN (Belfast, S.): I beg to 
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his surplice with the funeral procession ; 
that the Roman Catholie Archbishop 
protested against this proceeding ; and 
that, in view of this protest, an order 
was issued by the Government to the 
effect that in future only Roman Catholic 
chaplains would be allowed to accompany 
funeral processions wearing their vest- 
ments; will he say if this order is still 
in force ; and, if so, why it is retained. 


| 
| 


Mr. CHURCHILL : I have not heard 
of the particular incident referred to by 
the hon. Member; but processions of 
non-Catholies in Malta have hitherto not 
heen allowed because of the apprehension 
that breaches of the peace would arise 
from such processions. The Secretary 
|of State has the whole Question under 
consideration, but, pending his decision, it 
should certainly not be assumed that 
Lord Elgin is indifferent to the just 
claims of the other religious bodies. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.) 
asked whether in all ecclesiastical matters 
the Government allowed the Roman 
Catholic Archbishop of Malta to he 
practically a dictator. 

Mr. CHURCHILL: I should have 
notice of a Question like that. 


Mr. SLOAN: Is there a by-law pro- 
hibiting processions other than Roman 


Catholic ? 
Mr. CHURCHILL: I have fully 
answered the Question. I have stated 


that processions of non-Catholies have 
not hitherto been allowed, and T presume 
that an order to that effect has been in 
existence for some years—-long before we 
were responsible for the conduct of affairs. 
I also said that the Secretary of State 
had the whole matter under his con- 
sideration. The hon. Gentleman need 
not be under any apprehension that the 
claims of the religious denomination with 
which he is concerned will not be fairly 
| considered. 

Mr. T. L. CORBETT asked whether 


the chaplain of a ship would be allowed 
to attend the funeral of a seaman. 








ask the Under-Secretary of State for the | 
Colonies whether he is aware that a few | , 
months ago a seaman, serving in a ship| Mr. CHURCHILL: It is very un- 
on the Mediterranean station, died, and | usual, I believe, for a chap!ain of the 
was buried in Malta; that the chaplain | Church of England to move in procession 
of the ship walked to the cemetery in! with the funeral coriege through the 
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streets; it is customary to await the | local government on its own responsibility 


corpse at the cemetery. 


have no knowledge of the particular | 


incident referred to. 


Mr. SLOAN: When will the House 


be placed in possession of the decision of | 


the Government on the matter ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
had better give notice of that. 


Federated Malay States—Gambling 
ouses. 


Mr. LAIDLAW (Renfrewshire, E.): I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 


I have said I) with due regard to the opinion of the 


Colonial Parliament. The Governor of 
Natal has informed the Secretary of 
State that his Government have already 
arranged for Justice Beaumont to make 
independent inquiry in regard to certain 


charges made by the Bishop of Zululand 


for the Colonies whether his attention | 


has been drawn to a petition against 
licensed gambling houses in the Federated 
Malay States, signed by the leading 
Chinese gentlemen, merchants, tin-miners, 
shopkeepers, and leading European resi- 
dents, and which was sent to 
Excellency Sir John Anderson, K.C.M.G., 
His Majesty’s High Commissioner of the 
Federated Malay States ; 
what is the annual income derived from 
such gaming licences ; and if he will take 
steps to abolish them. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: A copy of the 
petition referred to has just been received 


His | 


if he will state | 


apparently on wrong information which 
he still repeats though now in a modified 
form. 


Slavery in Zanzibar. 

* Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he will be in a position to announce any 
decision as to the abolition of the legal 
status of slavery in the Zanzibar coast 
strip before the debate on the Colonial 
Office Vote. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: This matter is 
receiving the attention of the Secretary 
of State, who is most anxious to secure 
the abolition of the legal stutus of slavery 
at the earliest possible moment, but I am 


| afraid that it will not be practicable to 


announce any decision before the debate 


/on Tuesday next. 


by the Secretary of State from the | 


Methodist Episcopal Mission in the Straits 
Settlements. The High Commissioner 
will be asked for a report upon the sub- 
ject, and his report must be awaited 
before any decision can be taken. I am 
not at present able to state what annual 
income is derived from the gaming 
licences. 


Mr. ALDEN (Middlesex, Tottenham) : 
I beg to ask the Under-Necretary of State 


The Return of the Chief Nana to 
outhern Nigeria. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland) : I beg to ask the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Colonies if the 
decision to return the chief Nana to his 
own people has been telegraphed out to 
the authorities. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: 


The decision to 


allow Nana to return to Southern Nigeria 
; | has been communicated to the authorities 
Looting Loyal Natives’ Kraals in Natal. | 


for the Colonies whether he now has any | 
official information with reference to the | 


robbing of natives not known to be dis- 


loyal and the burning of their kraals, as | 


admitted by the military court of inquiry ; 
and whether he will request the Govern- 
ment of Natal to appoint a Colonial 


Commission of Inquiry to investigate | 


into the conduct of these soldiers, 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have not yet 
received official information on the sub- 
ject. The Secretary of State is not in a 
position to make such a request. 


by telegraph. 


The Decapitation of Bambaata. 

Mr. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Stafford- 
shire, Handsworth): I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he can state, and, if not, whether 
he will ascertain, under whose orders 
Major Platt the officer charged with the 
duty of identifying the body of Bambaata 
was serving ; whether any Report adverse 
to Major Platt has been made by his 


/commanding officer; and, if so, whether 


The | 


he will request the authorities concerned 
to order an inquiry to be made so that 
Major Platt may have an opportunity 
of meeting the charges which have been 


matter is one to be dealt with by the | brought against him. 
i 
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Mr. CHURCHILL: In reply to this, 
as well as to the other Question, No. 100, 
addressed to the Secretary of State for 
War on this subject, I desire to point 
out that Major Platt is not an officer 
of the Royal Army Medical Corps, and 
is serving as a member of the Natal 
Field Force. I am not aware that any 
charges have been made against Major 
Platt, but were any so preferred, the 
question of the holding of an inquiry | 
would be a matter for the consideration 
of the local authorities. 


Questions. 
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Mr. MEYSEY-THOMPSON desired 
to remind the hon. Gentleman that 
certain charges had been made in this 
House against Major Platt’s action in | 
regard to the decapitation of Bambaata, | 


Mr. ARNOLD FORSTER (Croydon) : 
Does the hon. Gentleman’s Answer 
mean that no charges are made against 
Major Platt ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL: It means _ pre- | 
cisely what I said in the Answer—I am not | 
aware that any charges have been made, 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Then I 
understand that no charges have been 
made except in this House. 


Native Losses in Natal. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tyd- | 
vil): | beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he can 
state the number of native prisoners who 
have surrendered to the Natal troops 
on May 10th, June 10th, and July 20th, 
respectively, and the casualties on the | 
respective days named. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The Secretary of 
State is informed that up to and includ- 
ing June 10th, the number of prisoners 
taken and surrendered was 690, and | 
that the number recorded since that 
date makes up to 2,750 in all. He was 





+ Mr. MEYSEY-THOMPSON : Toask the 
Secretary of State for War whether Major 
Platt, the officer who was charged with the 
duty of identifying the body of Bambaata, was 
serving under the orders of the General Officer 
Commanding, Natal; if not, under whose 
orders he was serving; whether any Report 
adverse to Major Platt has been made by his 
commanding officer ; and, if so, will an inquiry 
be held so that Major Platt may have an | 
opportunity of meeting the charges which have | 
brought against him. 


_ expended. 
‘the funds the ex-burgher Free Grant of 
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not yet in possession of detailed in- 
formation for the respective days. 


(Jues tions. 


New Constitution for the Transvaal. 

Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY (Paddington, 
N.): I beg to ask the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether in 
arranging a new Constitution for the 
Transvaal Colony, and in view of the 
representations of the Progressive Party 
of the Colony, the Government will give 
careful consideration to the fact that the 
gold mines of the Rand will probably be 
largely exhausted within thirty years, 
and that the present mining population 
must therefore be regarded as an unstable 
and transient factor in the Colony’s 
development. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No statement can 
with advantage be made upon this sub- 
ject until the decisions of His Majesty’s 
Government can be presented to Parlia- 
ment as a whole. 


South African War Claims. 

Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON (Northum- 
berland, Tyneside): I beg to ask the 
Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether in view of the number of unpaid 


claims arising out of the South African 
| war, 


and the dissatisfaction existing 
among claimants, His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will take into consideration the 
desirability of re-opening the whole 
question and providing for a fresh 
assessment, 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The hon. Member 
will recognise, when he has perused the 


| Report of the Central Judicial Commission 


which will appear in the Parliamentary 
Paper to be issued to-day, how extremely 


| dithcult it would be to re-open the whole 
| question. 
'extended over a period of three and a 


The labours of the Commission 


half years from October 30th, 1902 to 
February 28th, 1906, the date of their 
report, and covered thousands upon 
thousands of claims. The work was 


‘therefore practically completed before 


His Majesty’s present Government came 
into office. The funds for distribution 
among the various heads of cases 
amounted to £9,500,000 and have been 
In connection with two of 


£3,000,000 and the fund for British 
subjects and neutral foreigners, of 
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£2,000,000, the number of claims con- 
sidered in hoth Colonies were in the case 
of the first fund 42,319, and in the case 
of the second 11,549 (exclusive of native 
cases). Ina series of transactions on so 
gigantic a seale, the observance of the 
rules laid down is bound to produce 
many hard cases, and some dissatisfaction 
is absolutely unavoidable. The _ local 
administrations, it is understood, strongly 
deprecate any re-opening of the whole 
question on the ground that the present 
situation is generally accepted and that 
such re-opening would give rise to in- 
ordinate expectations, which would in- 
evitably be doomed to disappointment. 
As | informed the hon. Member on 
June 25th,+ His Majesty's Government do 
not contemplate recommending to the 
House of Commons the provision of 
further funds by Parliament, and that 
being the case any action 
further expenditure to be provided from 
Colonial funds will have to rest with the 
Legislatures of the two Colonies under 
responsible government. 


Questions. 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON: May I ask 
whether in fact in one case at least the 
matter has been re-opened, and a grant 
made ? 


Mr. CHURCHILL : 


of such a case. 


I am not aware 


Mr. J. M. ROBERTSON : Does this 
answer apply definitely to every specific 
case? Will not individual cases be 
considered ? 
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| Colony ; what has been the total freight 
paid by each Colony during the past five 
| years ; and what saving in freight might 
he anticipated if the Government freights 
| were open to public competition. 

| Mr. CHURCHILL: I shall be happy 
to give the hon. Member a list of the 
pet paid by the Governments of the 
West African Colonies on the various 
'classes of goods shipped for them to 
| West Africa. But it would take some 
weeks to compile the figures asked for as 
|to tonnage and freight during the last 
| five years, and I hope that the hon. 
| Member will not press for them. I can 
| assure him that the Government will not 
neglect any opportunity which they may 
| have of promoting competition, and so 
|securing a reduction in the rates of 
‘freight to West Africa. 





involving | 


Uganda—Sleeping Sickness. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for 
| the Colonies if, in view of the nature of 
the sleeping sickness in Uganda, and 
|that Entebbe, the capital, is about 
the worst spot on the lake, he will 
take the opportunity of conferring 
with two gentleman from Uganda of 
|the highest position, and who have 
/more knowledge and experience of the 
| country than any other persons can 
have, namely, the Bishop of Uganda, and 
| Dr. Moffat, the senior medical officer 
|of Uganda, with the object of removing 
‘the seat of government at any rate 
| temporarily to Kampala. 





Mr. CHURCHILL: It may be that) Mr. CHURCHILL: As I informed 
there lare cases which are still being the hon. Member in my reply to his 
discussed, but my Answer applies to any | Question of June 28th,+ we have not 
general re-opening of the claims for com-| heen led to form the opinion that Kam- 


pensation. | pala would be a more convenient capital 
; ‘or less exposed to the disease of 
Railways, Freight toWest Africa. _ sleeping sickness. The Secretary of State 


Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to | has had the advantage of an interview 
ask the Under-Secretary of State for | with the Bishop, and wili, however, also 
the Colonies if, in view of the calculated | ascertain the views of Dr. Moffat and of 
further railway extension in West Africa | Mr. George Wilson, the Deputy Commis- 
for the development of the country, | sioner who is on leave in this country. 
he willstate what rates of freight do the 
Government pay to the liners for carriage 
of the different kinds of goods shipped to in Natal. 
each separate Colony of West Africa;| Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
what tonnage per annum during the last | the Under-Secretary of State for the 
five years have been shipped to each | Colonies, in reference to the allegations 


Responsibility for Military Operations 








t See (4) Debates, clix., 641, * See (4) Dehates, .. 1123, 
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made by the Bishop of Zululand in | a fact that the Moorish Government 
respect of the alleged looting of the stock, | refuse to recognise the validity of certain 
clothes, and other property of non- | sales of Government property authorised 
combatant natives by Colonel Royston’s| by Raisuli. Under Article 11 of the 
column, and the further allegations con- | Madrid Convention of 1880 no sales of 
cerning the shooting of non-combatant | real property to foreigners in Morocco 
natives by that column, and in view of | can be effected without the previous con- 
the reluctance of the Colonial Secretary | sent in each case of the Moorish Govern- 
to address representations to the Govern-| ment, and there is no reason to believe 
ment of Natal concerning the conduct of that the power to give such consent has 


(Questions, 
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military operations, whether he can say 
under what flag these operations are now 
being conducted, and from whom do the 


military officers commanding the native | 


and Colonial levies hold their present 
commissions, 


Mr. CHURCHILL: The operations in 
Natal, being part of the Empire, are 
conducted under the British flag. Officers 
of the Natal forces receive their commis- 
sions from the Governor of the Colony and 
take the oath of allegiance to His Majesty. 


Mr. FLYNN asked whether 
Imperial Government declined all respon- 
sility in connection with the proper 
conduct of the campaign in this country. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: No; we do not 
decline all responsibility, but, as I have 
said, our responsibility is indirect. 


Mr. FLYNN asked whether constant 
inquiry would be made as to the proper 
conduct of the campaign. 


Mr. CHURCHILL: Yes; we have 
asked to be supplied with the fullest 
information at all times with regard to 


the conduct of affairs in Natal, and the | 


Natal Government so far has evinced 
every disposition to meet our wishes. 


Morocco. 
Mr. ASHLEY (Lancashire, Black- 
pool); I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for Foreign Affairs if he has any | 


oflicial information as to the refusal of 


the | 


heen delegated to Raisuli or any other 
provincial Governor. 


Mr. ASHLEY : Then do I understand 
| that Europeans have power to own land 

in Morocco subject to the consent of the 
| Central Government ? 


Sir EDWARD GREY: No sales 
can be effected to Europeans without 
the previous consent of the Moorish 
| Government. 


Bahr-el-Gazal. 

Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he can now make a statement as to the 
evacuation of the Soudanese Bahr-el- 
| Gazal by Congolese troops. 
| 
| Sim EDWARD GREY: I am unable 
| to make any statement on the subject at 
| present. 

/ 
| Brunei and the Anhui Mining Contract. 
| Sm EDWARD SASSOON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
| Foreign Affairs if he is now in a position 
to make any statement relating to affairs 
at Brunei, and to the present position in 
regard to the Anhui mining contract. 


Sir EDWARD GREY: My hon. 
friend the Secretary for the Colonies will 
answer the first portion of this Question ; 
_as to the latter part I have to say that I 
| am not yet in a position to add anything 
to the Answer given to the hon. Member 
,on June 14th.7 


the Moorish Government to recognise as | 


valid titles to land obtained by Kuropeans 


in the ‘Tangier district, such titles having | 


been granted by Raisuli, the duly 
appointed Governor of that district ; and 


whether he proposes to take any steps in | 


the matter. 
Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 


FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Sir Epwarp 
Grey, Northumberland, Berwick): It is 


Mr. CHURCHILL: I have been asked 
to answer the first part of this Question, 
which [ presume refers to the (uestion 
| asked by the hon. Member on May 3rd.7 
As promised in the Answer to that Ques- 
| tion, the Resident at Brunei was asked 
‘for a report, the Secretary of State’s 


| + See (4) Debates, elviti., 1136, 
t See (4) Dehates, elvi., 710. 
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despatch being dated May 5th. There 
has as yet hardly been time for a reply, 
which would be sent through the High 
Commissioner at Singapore, and probably 
some delay will have been caused by the 
illness of the Resident. The matter will 
not be overlooked. 


(Juestions. 


*Sirk CHARLES DILKE: Has there 
been any new departure of policy 4 


Mr. CHURCHILL was understood to 
reply in the negative, but the remainder of 
his Answer, and a further supplementary 
Question and Answer were quite inaudible 
in the Press Gallery. 


Macedonian Budget. 

Mr. BOWLES (Norwood): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is aware that the 
military expenditure of the Macedonian 
Budget is nearly double the civil expendi- 
ture ; that the military expenditure has 
hitherto been defrayed out of the Turkish 
Imperial funds; that any increase of 
Turkish Customs duties earmarked for 
Macedonia would set free an equal 
amount of Turkish Imperial funds ; and 
whether, in view of the importance of this 
matter to British interests, he can state the 
grounds upon which he bases his opinion 
that such funds, so set free, could not be 
used towards finding the guarantee 
required for the Baghdad railway. 


Str EDWARD GREY: His Majesty’s 
Government are aware of the proportion 
of expenditure under military and civil 
heads respectively. The military expendi- 
ture has not hitherto been defrayed out 
of Imperial funds, as in the Ottoman 
Empire each vilayat has to bear the 
charge of itsown garrison. Any increase 
in the Customs would set free a certain, 
though not necessarily an equal, amount 
of Imperial funds. His Majesty’s Gov- 
ernmant are unable, in view of the various 
financial necessities of the Ottoman 
Empire, to determine how such funds 
would be applied. 


Mr. LYNCH (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Ripon) asked whether the right hon. 
Gentleman would stipulate for the regula- 
tion of the Turkish military expenditure 


now charged to the Macedonian Budget } 


before giving the consent of this country 
to the proposed increase in the Customs 
duties. 
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Sik EDWARD GREY: The question 


of what conditions should be made is still 
under consideration, and I can make no 
further statement on the subject. 


Questions. 


Russian Tariffs 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs if he will detail 
the steps taken by His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment to persuade the Russian Govern- 
ment to réduce its proposed augmented 
tariff on British goods, and if the refusal 
is due to the absence of any inducement 
or bargain as regards Russian goods in 
British markets ; and, if not, to what 
cause. 


Stir EDWARD GREY: As the hon. 
and gallant Member was informed on 
on February 26th,7 representations with 
respect to the rates of the new Russian 
tariff were addressed by His Majesty's 
Government to the Russian Government. 
In reply, the Russian Government inti- 
mated that the rates originally established 
by their new tariff have been consider- 
ably modified in numerous directions by 
the recent Russo-German treaty, and that 
of these reductions the United Kingdom 
receives the benefit by the operation of 
the most-favoured-nation clause in the 
Anglo-Russian treaty of 1858-59. I may 
add for the information of the hon. and 
gallant Member that the increases in the 
Russian tariff, though doubtless restrictive 
of trade, affect British trade to a smaller 
extent than that of the countries with 
which Russia has carried on _ tariff 
negotiations. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT : Will the 
right hon. Gentleman lay Papers on the 
subject 1 


Sirk EDWARD GREY: 
sider that. 


I will con- 


House of Commons Police. 


Mr. THORNE (West Ham, S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether policemen 
receive any extra pay for extra duty in 
consequence of the House of Commons 
sitting until the early hours of the 
morning, 





+ See (4) Debates, clii, 781. 
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1457 (Juestions. 
*THE UNDER-SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror THE HOME DEPART- 


MENT (Mr. Herpert SAMUEL, York- 
shire, Cleveland): In addition to the 
ordinary pay of their rank the police 
employed at the Houses of Parliament 
receive an allowance of one shilling a day. 
No additional money allowance is made 
to them on the occasion of late sittings, 
but the men are relieved for refresh- 
ments from time to time, and compensa- 
tion in the shape of “time off” and also 
in extra leave is allowed when the House 
is not sitting. 


Vaccination Fines at Chester-le-Street. 

Mr. J. W. TAYLOR (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he can state the number of 
prosecutions under the Vaccination Acts 
and orders, the number of fines inflicted, 
and the number of certificates of ex- 
emption granted in the petty sessional 
division of Chester-le-Street for the three 
years ending December 31st, 1905. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I could 
no doubt obtain the information desired 
by asking the Clerk to the Justices to 
have a search made in the records of the 
petty sessional court, and I shall be 
willing to do so if the hon. Member will 
be so good as to furnish me with sufficient 
grounds for making the enquiry. 


Prison Officers Grievances. 

Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department what 
reply he has given to the petition from 
the prison officers in His Majesty’s local 
prisons asking that they may be placed 
upon the same scale of pay as the officers 
of His Majesty’s convict prisons. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: The 
matter is still under consideration and no 
reply has yet been given to the petition. 


Mr. CLAUDE HAY: When may I 
expect a reply ? 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: 


give a definite answer. 


I cannot 


Leckhampton Hill Riot. 
Mr. SEARS (Cheltenham): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department if he is aware that the 
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(Juestions. 


prisoner Barrett, who was sentenced to 
four months hard labour in connection 
with the Leckhampton Hill riot, and 
who, on the evidence of the police 
Witnesses, was not present at the riot, 
and endeavoured to dissuade the people 
from doing any illegal act, has already 
been in prison three weeks ; that Barrett 
is a man of delicate health; and will he 
advise the Crown to exercise its 
prerogative and grant the immediate 
release of this man and not delay his 
decision in regard to Barrett until he has 
decided the question of a reduction of the 


| sentences passed on the other prisoners. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: As I 
have said before, the Secretary of State is 
inquiring carefully into the case, but I 
am afraid I cannot make any state- 
ment respecting any recommendations 
which he may ultimately make with re- 
gard toit. I can only say that in dealing 
with it there shall be no avoidable delay. 


Motor Accidents in London. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department having regard to the 
fact that although motor-cars, motor 
cycles, and motor omnibuses were respon- 
sible for 1,905 accidents in the Metro- 
politan police area, 485 resulting in cases 
of personal injury and thirteen deaths, 


| no licences have been either suspended or 





| licences 


cancelled, so that motorists who during 
these two months or on previous occasions 
have been found guilty in courts of law of 
reckless driving, causing personal injury 
and sometimes death, continue to drive 
unchecked; will he consider the ex- 
pediency of taking such steps as may be 
necessary to have the licences of such 
motorists suspended, with a view to the 
being finally cancelled after 
repeated offences. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: The sus- 
pending of a licence is, by Section 4 of the 
Motor-Car Act, 1903, a matter for the 
court, which may also declare a person 


convicted to be disqualified for obtaining 





a licence for such further time after the 
expiration of the licence as the court 
thinks fit. The Secretary of State has 


| no authority to interfere with the courts 


in the exercise of their judicial powers. 
The Commissioners of Police have power 
to refuse the renewal of licences to 
motor omnibus drivers under the Hackney 
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driving a motor omnibus are considered 
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The Secretary of State is in 
communication with the Scottish Office 


to disqualify a man from driving such a | with the view to the possibility of action 


vehicle, and since the Ist July, 1 


1906, the | being taken by that Department in other 


renewal of seven licences has been refused | directions. 


on this account, while the case of other | 
drivers has been noted for consideration | 
at the proper time. 


| Mr. CATHCART WASON suggested 
‘that inquiry should also be made as to 
the insanitary condition of foreign ships 


Mr. WEIR pressed for an Answer to | carrying on the fish curing industry off 


the last part of his Question. 


‘Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL 
out that the whole matter 
consideration of the Government in con 
nection with the Report of the Motor 
Trattie Commission. 


Lunacy Commissioners. 

Dr. COOPER (Southwark, Bermond- 
sey): | beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether his 
attention has heen drawn to the fact that 
since the Board of Lunacy Commissioners 
were instituted in 1845 the number of 
persons detained in lunatic asylums has 
increased from 26,516 to 119,829, while 
the number of paid Commissioners has re- 
mained the same; and whether, as the 
chief duty of the Commissioners is to see 
and interview, at least once a year, every 
person detained in a public or private 
asylum, in view of such increase, he will 
consider the advisability of adding to the 
number of the Commissioners. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I am 
afraid I can only refer my hon. friend to 
the Answer which I gave yesterday on 
this subject to the hon, Member for East 
Clare, which was to the effect that the 


whole question of the administration of | 


the Lunacy Acts is engaging the attention 
ot His Majesty’s Government. 


Scottish Fish Curing Industry. 

Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department with reference to the 
evidence in the Factory Inspectors’ Report 
for 1905, as to overcrowding, bad housing, 
and want of sanitary accommodation in 
connection with the Scotch fish-curing 
industry, what steps he intends to take 
in the mutter. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: So far 
as the defects in question are remediable 
under the Factory Act special attention 
has been paid to them by His Majesty’s 


pointed 
was under the | 


| the coast of the North of Scotland. 


*¥Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL expressed 


a doubt as to whether there was any 


| power of control on those cases. 





Hours of Florists’ Assistants. 

Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, in view of the 
successful prosecution of a firm of West 

ind florists for employing women after 
legal hours, as reported on page 312 of 
the Factory Inspectors’ Report for 1905, 
the premises of all such firms will, in 
future, be treated as workshops within 
the meaning of the Factory Act, and 
regularly inspected as such. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: Florists’ 
shops, as such, are no more under the 
Factory Act than other shops. They 
only fall within the provisions of the Act 
when, as in the case to which my hon. 
friend refers, processes of manufacture, 
adaptation for sale and the like, within 
the meaning of Section 149 are carried 
on. The Inspectors have instructions to 
inspect all places clearly coming within 
that section. 


Architect to the Board of Lunacy 
Commissioners. 

Dr. COOPER: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that the 
architect appointed by the Board of 
Lunacy Commissioners to advise them on 
submitted plans for the erection or 
alterations of asylums is one who, in his 
private practice, is largely engaged in 
connection with such str uctures ; whether 
he is in a position to give the name of the 
person who advises the Commissioners on 
the plans of asylums designed and erected 
under the superintendence of their 
architect ; and whether he will consider 
the advisability of suggesting to the 
Commissioners the appointment of an 
architectural adviser, who shall give the 
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whole of his time to the duties of the 
position. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I under- 
stand that the statement in the first 
part of the Question is substantially 
correct. The Commissioners inform me 
that they found it necessary to select as 
their adviser an architect who, from his 
personal experience, was thoroughly 
conversant with the requirements of such 
structures. When plans of asylums 
designed and erected under his superin 
tendence are submitted for their approval, 
it is open to them to employ another 
architect to advise them in the matter. 
The question of modifying the existing 
arrangements, either by appointing a per- 
manent architectural adviser attached to 
the Commissioners’ Department, or other 
wise, is at present under consideration. 


Dr. COOPER asked if there were not 
complaints of serious delay in regard to 
the passing of plans sent in by private 
architects cr by the architect of the 
County Council ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 


given of that. 


Notice should be 


Court for Rating of Railway Appeals. 

Mr. BERTRAM (Hertfordshire, 
Hitchin): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been ealled to the case 
of the Great Northern Railway Company 
(appellants) v. the Assessment Committee 


of the Hitchin Union and the Overseers | 


of the Poor of the parish of Holwell 
(respondents), which was a test case to 
establish the basis of rating of railways 
in the Eastern Division of Hertfordshire ; 


whether he is aware that owing to the. 


absence of the chairman of the quarter 
sessions through ill-health and of the 
vice-chairman through disqualification by 
interest, the court consisted of three 


{26 JuLy 1906} 


1462 


(Questions. 


' weight and numerical strength than that 


to which the case referred to has been 
submitted. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: I have 


‘made inquiry and [| find that the court 


was composed of three magistrates, the 
chair being taken by His Honour Judge 
Tindal Atkinson, a county court Judge of 
considerable experience, whose view was 
concurred in by Colonel Bruce Fellows. 
The final report of the Royal Commission 
Local Taxation contained a recom 
mendation that the whole system of 
assessing railways should be altered, 
but [am not in a position to say whether 
His Majesty’s Government will propose 
any such legislation. In any case, the 
necessary Bill would not fall within the 
province of my Department. 


on 


Cabinet Ministers’ Traffic Passes. 

Viscounr TURNOUR (Sussex, Hor- 
sham): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department by whom the 
passes authorising a Cabinet Minister to 
take precedence for his carriage over other 
trattic in the streets of London are issued ; 
and whether, in the event of these passes 
being abused by Ministers or their ser- 


'vants, there exists any means by which 


justices only, one of whom did not attend | 
on all the days of hearing, and that after | 


four sittings two members of the court, | 
who were lawyers, arrived at widely | 
the | 


different conclusions, and that 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


they may be withdrawn. 


Mr. LIDDELL (Down, W.): At the 
same time I bey to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he can state the offices held by Ministers 
who have Cabinet passes authorising them 
to take precedenee for their vehicles over 
other traftic in the streets of London and 
elsewhere ; by what authority, statutory 
or otherwise, these passes were issued ; 
and, if there be no statutory authority 
for their issue, will he order that such 
passes be cancelled, and instructions given 
that no further passes of this character be 
issued to Cabinet Ministers or other sub- 
jects of His Majesty. 


*Mr. HERBERT SAMUEL: The 
passes referred to are issued by the 
Commissioner of Metropolitan Police to 
all the Cabinet Ministers as a matter of 


judgment was determined by the casting | courtesy in pursuance of his general 


vote of the third justice, a layman ; and | powers of regulating street traffic. 


There 


whether His Majesty’s Government will! is, so far as 1 am aware, no statutory 
propose legislation to secure that in, authority for the custom, which is one of 
| 


future proper arrangements may be made | old standing. 


The only privilege con- 


to constitute a court for dealing with | ferred on the holders is that of a special 


issues of such importance of greater claim on the 


consideration of the police 
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dealing with traffic, and precedence over | burnt in a specially constructed de 
other vehicles in certain circumstances. | structor, and there is, I am assured, no 
They confer no right whatever to con-| danger to the public. The present 
travene the Motor Car Act, or any other arrangement saves the country a con- 
Statute or Statutory Regulation. No siderable sum each year, and I do not 
instances of their abuse have come to the | propose to suggest that it should be 


(Juestions. (Juestions. 





notice of the Secretary of State, and he | altered. 
does not propose to issue any instructions | anak 
for their withdrawal. Toxteth Relieving Officer. 
| Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT: Why was the | 
name of the Cabinet Minister concealed | 
the other day ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


(Liverpool, W. Derby): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government Board 


| whether he is yet in a position to make 


any statement on the subject of the 


appointment by the Toxteth Guardians 


of a man as relieving officer for Toxteth 


Stansted Tuberculosis Experimental 
Farm. 


Mr. RAPHAEL (Derbyshire, S.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local | 
Government Board whether the tuber- 
culosis experimental farm at Stansted, 
Kssex, was sanctioned by the late 
Government for a period of three years | 
only ; will he say whether there has been 
any authorisation for its continuance, | 
and, if so, for how long; is he aware | 
that this tuberculosis experimental farm 
is intersected by footpaths and by three 
public roads, one of them being the main | 
road between London and Newmarket ; 
that the infected cattle and other 
animals feed and are burnt close to such | 
roads, to the annoyance and danger of 
those using them; and whether he will 
cause such experiments to be confined to 
some more suitable area, and for such 
purposes will advise the purchase of a | 
farm elsewhere, which could be re-sold | 
when experiments have been concluded. | 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL | 
tOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. JoHN | 
Burns, Battersea): I am not aware that 
any limitation of time was placed by the 
late Government on the use of the farms | 
at Stansted. These farms are- the | 
property of Sir James Blyth, who in the 
first instance gave the Royal Commission 
on Tuberculosis the use of them, rent free, 
for three yeara, and has since most 
generously agreed to allow the Commis- 
sion to continue in occupation on the | 
same terms as long as may be necessary | 
for the completion of their work. I. 
understand that no public footpath passes | 
through either farm, and that, though the 
main road runs close to both, the infected | 
animals are kept in sheds at some 
distance from it. Their carcases are , 


| who was over the age specified in the 


advertisement and secretary of a Liberal 
club; and whether he has, in fact, in 
the meantime approved of such appoint- 
ment. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: I communi- 
cated with the guardians on this subject, 
and was informed that the person in 
question was one of six candidates 
selected out of 150 candidates by a sub- 


‘committee, that in the opinion of a 


majority of the guardians he was the 
most suitable applicant for the office, and 


| that he was selected for this reason and 


not because he belonged to any political 
party. It was competent for the 


' guardians to appoint a candidate whose 


age exceeded that mentioned in the 
advertisement if they thought fit to do 
so. I saw no sufficient reason for object- 
ing to the appointment, and I have 
accordingly approved it. 


Free Education. 
Sir G. KEKEWICH (Exeter) : [beg to 


| ask the President of the Board of Eduea- 


tion whether a parent has a right to 


‘claim free education for his child in a 
| public elementary school; and, if not, 
| whether he proposes to restore the right 


which was given by the Free Education 
Act. 


Tue PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
EDUCATION (Mr. Birrect, Bristol, 
N.): The Answer to the first paragraph 
of the Question is in the affirmative. I 
am not aware of anything which would 
suggest any need for the action proposed 
in the second paragraph. 


Jarrow-on-Tyne Secondary School Fees. 
Mr. J. W. TAYLOR: I beg to ask 


the President of the Board of Education 
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whether he is aware that the fees for 
scholars at the Jarrow-on Tyne Secondary 
School resident in the county of Durham 
are to be raised from threepence per 
week to ls. 6d. per week ; whether this 
is done by order from the Board of 
Education ; and, if so, whether he will 
consider the question of modifying those 
charges with a view to meet the needs 
of working-class families. 


Mr. BIRRELL: The Board of Edu- 
cation have not yet been informed of the 
raising of the fee referred to in the Ques- 
tion. The Board have on more than one 
occasion intimated that such a change 
would seem desirable, but this advice is 
always given with the proviso that an 
adequate number of free places should 
be available in the school. The matter 
was fully explained to the Local 
Authority in the Board’s letter of March 
21st, 1905, and the hon. Member will 
find, I think, a clear statement of the 
principles adopted by the Board in this 
regard if he will peruse page xi. of the 
Prefatory Memorandum to the Board’s 


Regulations for Secondary Schools, of | 
which I am sending him a copy. The} 


3oard have the utmost concern for 
facilitating access to good secondary 
schools for the families referred to by the 
hon. Member, and their advice to local 
authorities is consistently directed to 
this end, and to the maintenance of a 
high level of etticiency in such schools. 


Telegraphists’ Scale of Work. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: [| 


beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether the number of staff necessary to 
perform the work of the larger telegraph 
oflices throughout the Kingdom is 


determined on the basis of 24 messages | 
per operator per hour ; and whether he | 


has any official reports showing that this 
method causes delay to important public 
traffic. 

THE 
(Mr. SypNEY Buxton, Tower Hamlets, 
Poplar): The 


graph offices is determined on an estimate 
of the total amount of the telegraph 


duties, manipulative and other, to be | 


performed, 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD : Is 
it not based on 24 messages ¢ 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : No, on the 
total amount of work. 


(uestions. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: The 
right hon. Gentleman has not answered 
the last part of my Question. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON was under- 
stood to ask for particulars of the cases 
referred to. 


Press Message Delays. 

Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: I 
beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether complaints have been made 
recently at Liverpool by newspaper 
owners of excessive delay in press mes- 
sages received after six p.m.; whether over 
100 items of press news have frequently 
been waiting over an hour at a time 
between 6 p.m. and 8 p.m. before com- 
mencement of transcription; and, if so, 
will he say whether this is owing to the 
inadequate staff of operators. 





Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I am not 
aware of the circumstances stated by the 
hon. Member, but I will have inquiry 
made and will communicate the result to 
| him. 


Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: 
When may I expect that reply ? 


Mr. SYDNEY BOXTON : As soon as 
| I receive the information. 


| Promotions at Liverpool Telegraph Office. 
Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: I 
| beg to ask the Postmaster - General 
whether he will explain why recently at 
Liverpool a man was promoted overseer 
in the telegraph department over the 
heads of forty-one men senior to him ; 
and will he say whether since this ap- 
| pointment the promoted overseer has 
| been in charge of half-time learners and 
messengers, whilst one of the men passed 
over has been in charge of the tube and 
check section. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I am 
making inquiry into the matter. 


| Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: I 
beg to ask the Postmaster-General 
whether at the time of the promotion of 
a telegraphist recently over the heads of 
forty-one of his seniors to the position of 
| overseer, the man so promoted had been 


3C 
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absent from the instrument room at 
Liverpool for nearly seven and a_ half 
years, whilst many of those passed over 
had performed overseer’s duties on many 
occasions for some years ; and whether 
the immediate superiors of the man so 
promoted were consulted on the appoint- 
ment. 





| 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The ap-| 
pointment in question was made after | 
due consideration of the facts of the | 
case. The recommendations are in the | 
first place made by the postmaster. 


New War Office. 

Mr. THORNE: I beg to ask the | 

Chief Commissioner of Works whether | 

it is stated in the specifications for the | 

building of the new War Office that all | 

marble wanted for the work shall be 
dressed and worked on the works. 


*THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF | 


WORKS (Mr. Harcourt, Lancashire, | 
Rossendale): ‘The Answer is in the 
negative. It would have been most 


objectionable to have stone and marble 
worked in the building ; but the marble 
work, other than mantel-pieces, has been 
prepared at the contractors’ workshops in 
London. 


Kew Gardens. 

Mr. SUMMERBELL (Sunderland) ; I 
beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works if the rate of wage agreed upon 
by the Board of Works and the con- 
tractor is being paid on the painting con- 
tract in Kew Gardens ; whether he will 
see that the workmen engaged on the 
dangerous parts of the large palm-house 
are paid the rate of wage paid for similar 
dangerous work; and, further, whether 
he will consider the advisability of send- 
ing an inspector from the Board of Works 
occasionally to superintend the carrying 
out of the contracts at Kew. 


*Mr. HARCOURT: There is in the 
contract no agreed rate of pay in 
measured work, but I understand that 
the contractor pays 74$d., except to 
leading men, who get 8}d. The wages 
paid in day work for painters who also 
act as glaziers is Sd. The schedule for 
daywork attached to the contract gives 
painters 8d., and glaziers 8!d., but it is 
stipulated that men engaged in day work 
on the upper min root of the palm house 
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25 per cent. in addition to 
their wages. The men are, I understand, 
satisfied with their rate of pay. The 
contract does not provide for any extra 
pay to the men for dangerous work, and 
none is paid, nor can I find that the men 
have asked for it. There is, however, an 
anomaly in this case, for if the painting 
were done in daywork, we should have 
to pay 25 per cent. on the wages; and 
the work being equally dangerous in 
measured work, the matter will be put 
right in the next contract. In answer to 
the third paragraph, I have to say that 
work at Kew is carried out under the 
supervision of the resident Clerk of 
Works. 


Royal Scottish Museum, Edinburgh. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) : I beg 
to ask the First Commissioner of Works, 
in view of the fact that the recently 
issued Report of the Committee of 
Council on Education in Scotland shows 


shall be paid 


| that the ventilation of the Royal Scottish 
‘Museum, Edinburgh, is in an _ unsatis- 


factory condition, will he state what steps 
have been taken to remedy the evil. 


*Mr. HARCOURT: I am aware that 
the building is very imperfectly ventilated. 
I hope to have a scheme ready for con- 
sideration with next year’s Estimates. 


Ministry of Welsh Education. 

Mr. WILLIAM RUTHERFORD: 
On behalf of the hon. Member for 
West Marylebone I beg to ask the 
First Commissioner of Works what is the 
estimated cost, if any, of the new office 
accommodation for the Ministry of Welsh 
Education. 


*Mr. HARCOURT : No such estimate 
has been made, nor do I understand 
that any new office accommodation of the 
kind will be required. 


Zoological and Botanical Gardens. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY (Cavan, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury if he will say whether the 
Zoological Gardens and the Botanical 
Gardens in London, receive any grant 
from Parliament ; and, if so, how much 
in each case ; are these gardens open to 
the public daily, and what charge, if any, 
is made for admission ; is it a fact that on 
Sundays they are only open to the fellows 
and their friends; and will he give the 
names of these gentlemen. 














1469 


Wuestions. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY ro 
rHE TREASURY (Mr. McKenna, Mon- 
mouthshire, N.): Neither of the societies 
named receive any grant of public money. 
The Botanical Gardens are held under a 
lease from the Crown at a rent of £450 
per annum, and under the lease—which 
expires in 1932 —the lessees are bound 
to admit “all well conducted and respect- 
ably attired persons on payment of ls.” 
to the Gardens on not less than sixteen 
days during the month of May, June and 
July, and on not less than two days in 
every week during thirty-four weeks in 
the other months of the year. There is 
no special provision in the lease with 
regard to Sundays, and the Society is 
accordingly free to frame its own regula- 
‘tions for admission on these days. 
With regard to the Zoological Gardens | 
would refer the hon. Member to the 
answers which [ have given on April 9th,* 
and May 2nd+ to the hon. Member for 
3rixton. Ihave no information as to the 
names of the fellows of the two societies. 


Licences on the Ecclesiastical Commission 
Estate. 

Mr. WEDGWOOD (Newecastle-under- 
Lyme): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
for East Bristol, as Church Estates Com- 
missioner, how many ef the 335 places 
on the estates of tie Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners which were licensed in 
1905 for the sale of wine, beer, or spirits, 
were leased by the Commissioners direct 
to the person holding the licence, and 
how many were leased by them to 
brewers ; and if he can say how many of 
the latter are tied houses. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland; for Mr. CHARLES HoBHOUSE) : 
In a large number of these 336 cases 
the leases were granted by the Com- 
missioners’ predecessors in title, and as 
to these the Commissioners necessarily 
have not the information asked for. The 
remaining cases (of leases granted by 
the Commissioners) are mostly renewals, 
and on renewals the Commissioners 
invariably prefer the claims of sitting 
tenants. Without, however, an examina- 
tion of all these transactions (ranging 
over a period of more than fifty vears) it 
is not possible to say in how many cases 
the occupying tenants in fact took the 
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| leases. Moreover, if this were ascertained, 

| the information would bear no necessary 

‘relation to the present facts, as houses 

| originally let to the occupiers have doubt- 
less been sold or mortgaged to brewers, 
and the leases of other houses may have 
been acquired by their occupiers. 


School Water Supplies in the Island of 

ewis. 

Mr. WEIR: L beg to ask the Secretary 
for Scotland, having regard to the fact 
that there are eighteen schools in the 
island of Lewis in which the water supply 
is reported to be defective, will he state 
whether any steps have yet been taken 
to improve the supply ; and, if not, the 
cause of the delay. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Mr. SINCLAIR, Forfarshire) : The Local 
Government Board have been in communi- 
‘ation with the Chief District Medical 
Otficer of Health, who reports that he 
has been corresponding with local medical 
officers, the Lewis district clerk and the 
inspector of schools on this subject. The 
result of inquiries show that a gravitation 
supply is impracticable owing to the flat 
nature of the ground, and that sunk 
wells freyuently yield water impregnated 
with iron. In this respect the supply is 
defective, but as I have already informed 
my hon. friend in answer to his Question 
on 25th June,s in all cases good drinking 
water is available, but at too remote a 
distance, in the opinion of the medical 
officer, convenient for the use of the 
school children. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman press this matter so that 
the school children may get a supply of 


}; 


pure drinking water ? 
Mr. SINCLAIR: Certainly: the 
matter shall not be lost sight of. 


Shetland Herring Fishery. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland, if he is 
aware of the feeling among the Shetland 
fishermen that it is essential to their 
interests that a close time for herrings 
should be established ; and whether, in 
view of the importance of the question, he 
will obtain a Report on the position of 
affairs from the Scottish Fishery Board. 
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(Juestions. 
SINCLAIR : 
not in favour of a close time. But in 


deference to the hon. Member's request | 
will ask the Fishery Board to report. 


Shetland Herring Fishing and Whaling 
Operations. 


Mr. CATHCART WASON : I beg to. 


ask the Secretary for Scotland if he is 
aware that the whaling operations, as 
carried on in Shetland, cause apprehension 


of danger to the herring fishing ; and if | 


during the recess he will cause inquiry to 
be made into the working of the stations 
by the Scottish Fishery Board. 


Mr. SINCLAIR: T may refer the hon. 
Member to the Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee which investigated 
this question in 1904. [ am aware that 
such apprehension exists: but there has 
been no recent complaint against the 
working of the whaling stations. 


Mi. CATHCART WASON suggested 
that a report up to date should be ob- 
tained, as there were recent complaints. 


Unst School Board Grant. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON: I beg 
to ask the Secretary for Scotland if 
his attention has been directed to the 
fact that through the inclemency of the 
weather and the absence of footpaths, the 
grant under Article B (6) of the Code has 
not been paid to the Unst School Board ; 
and if he will, taking all the circumstances 
into consideration, sanction the payment 
of the grant for this year and until the 
paths are made for the children. 


Mr. SINCLAIR : The matter has been 
referred to His Majesty's Chief Inspector, 
who is of opinion that, making due 
allowance for the circumstances men- 
tioned, the attendance is by no means 
what it should be. The attendance of 
children living near the school is not 
properly enforced and it would seem, from 
the letters of the Board, as if they recog- 
nised no obligation to secure the attend- 
ance of any children who may be ;under 
seven years ofage. In the circumstances, 
the reduction of grant cannot be remitted 
till the Board give more satisfactory 
evidence of their desire to secure a better 
attendance of children in these districts, 
where a better attendance is easily 
possible, 
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Perthshire Chief Constable. 

Mr. MORTON (Sutherland): I beg to: 
ask the Lord-Advocate whether, in view of 
the duty of the police stationed ina burgh 
to report all burgh offences to the burgh 
procurator fiscal, he will state what steps 
he proposes to take to ensure that the chief 
constable of Perthshire reports all offences. 


THE LORD-ADVOCATE (Mr. THomaAs 
SuAw, Hawick Burghs): No report has 
reached me that there has been any diffi- 
culty or failure of duty with regard to the 
reporting of offences in any burgh in 
Perthshire to the burgh procurator fiscal. 
Should such report be made, and be found 
to be well grounded, I should be glad to 
consider the situation, but it is right to 
point out that in ordinary circumstances 
such matters are for the consideration 
and determination of the sheriff of the 
county. 

Irish Canals. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
I beg toask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether arrangements have been 
made to add a member to the Royal Com- 
mission on Canals in respect to the Irish 
portion of the subject which is being 
inquired into ; and when will this appoint- 
ment be made and the name of the new 
commissioner announced. 


Mr. McKENNA : The grounds of 
refusal are that all the facts are fully 
known, that they have been carefully 
examined and considered both by the 
Treasury and by the Board on more than 
one occasion in recent years, and that there 
is no reason to suppose that further 
inquiry would affect the judgment of the 
Treasury or of the Board of Inland 
Revenue. 


Foreshore at Newcastle (County Down). 

Mr. MACVEAGH (Down, 8.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that employees 
of Lord Annesley are in the habit at 
night time of removing sand, gravel, 
and shingle from the foreshore at New- 
castle, county Down, in contravention of 
the lease granted to Lord Annesley by 
the Board of Trade; and whether, in the 
event of further breaches of the coven- 
ant, he will, in the public interest, 
determine the lease, which is held from 
year to year. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to tHE BOARD or TRADE (Mr. 
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Dublin Law Courts. 
Str E. CARSON (Dublin University) : 
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KEARLEY, Devonport) : The covenant in 
the lease to Lord Annesley provides that 


no sand or gravel shall be removed from 
the foreshore except with the consent of 


I beg to ask Mr. Attorney-General if he 
can state how many special common jury 
and non-jury cases respectively, are now 


‘the Board of Trade. The Board recently 
gave their consent to the removal of a 
restricted quantity of sand and gravel} Division; and how many special and 
after ascertaining from their expert | common jury cases respectively, have 
advisors that it would cause no injury. | been tried during the last month, 

THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
JOHN WALTON, Leeds, 8S.): I am not 
responsible for the regulation of business 
of the Courts, but I have obtained a 


awaiting trial in the King’s Bench 





Mra. SLOAN: Is it not the fact that | 
the Department has frequently stated in | 
answer to complaints that it has no_ 
control over the foreshore in county | 





Down ? 


Mr. KEARLEY was understood to 
reply that they had power. 


Mr. SLOAN said he had been in 
commiinication with the Board on the 
subje-t for two vears, and had received | 
letters to the effect that they had no | 
| ower 


} 

Mr. KEARLEY asked the hon. Mem- | 
ber to supply him with particulars and to | 
discuss the matter with him. | 


Mr. MACVEAGH: Have not the | 
Board forbidden the removal of sand | 
and gravel from the foreshore ? 

Mr. KEARLEY: | 


that is the ease. 


IT am advised that 


Gortregan Postal Delivery. | 
Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, N.): I heg | 
‘to ask the Postmaster-General whether | 
he is aware that the people of Gortregan, | 
in the Borrisleigh postal district, county | 
Tipperary, have no opportunity of posting 
letters later than 10.15 a.m., unless they 
go a distance of seven miles to the nearest 
post office ; that the district is a populous 
one; that inconvenience exists th-re for 
the reasons mentioned; tht the local 
creamery manager has to supply stamps 
to, and to cash postal orders for, the 
people of that district: and, if so, | 
‘whether he will establish a sub-post office 
there without delay so as to eaable the | 
people to attend to their ordinary corres- 
pondence in a reasonable time. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I will 
make inquiry on the subject, and will | 
acquaint the hon. Member with the | 


result in due course. 


| North Western 


| August Ist, 
| has coutinued 


Return which answers the right hon. 
Gentleman's Question. No. of Special 
Jury, Common Jury, and Non-Jury 


| actions awaiting trial in the King’s Bench 
| Division :—Special 


Jury actions 169; 
Common Jury actions 220; Non-Jury 
actions 151. No, of Special Jury and 
Common Jury actions tried between the 
26th day of June, 1906, and the 26th 


| day of July, 1906 :—Special Jury actions 


14; Common Jury actions 6; Non-Jury 
actions none. Dated the 26th day of 
July, 1906. 


Irish Passenger Trains. 

Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he will state how the sum of 
£6,500 appearing under the heading, 
(H) Irish passenger train service, Vote 2, 
miscellaneous expenses at page 549, of 
the Appropriation Accounts 1904-5 is 
made up; how long has this grant been 
made; to whom is the money paid, and 
what is the exact object served by this 
expenditure. 


Mr. MCKENNA: As shown at page 
522 of the Civil Service Estimates for 
the current year, the annual payment of 
£6,500 is made to the London and 
Railway Company in 
respect of the cost of accelerating the 
Irish passenger train service. The im- 
provement of the service took effect on 
1898, and the payment 

from that date. The 
need for an improved service had been 
strongly impressed on the late Govern- 
ment by Members from Ireland for the 


| purpose of developing the tourist traffic 


and generally facilitating communication 
hetween England and Ireland. The 
matter was considered by a Depart- 
mental Committee, whose Report was 
published as Command Paper No. 9023 
of 1898. 








Questions, 
Mr. MOONEY (Newry): Is the hon. 


(Gentleman aware that the so-called 
accelerated train is a slower train than 
the ordinary train / 

Mr. MCKENNA: Such as it is it was 
provided at the request of hon. Gentle- 


men opposite. 


Mr. MOONEY: And you are paying 
the company £6,500 for a slower train ! 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Does the 
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| hon. Gentleman aware that some of the 
| Scottish Members are prepared to sit all 

nivht to pass the National Gallery (Scot- 
j land) Bill? Why not put it third then ! 
| 


Questions. 


| Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
| I do not know that that is the unanimous 
| view of the Scottish Members. It is not 
/my view. I do not think it will take 
| much time. 


| Mr. MORTON: Why not postpone 
| it till the autumn session ? 


hon. Gentleman suggest that the Irish | 


Members are responsible for that ! 


Mr. MCKENNA : I must not be taken 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


to accept the statement that it is slower. 


Mr. MOONEY: I will send you the 
time table. 


Mr. MCKENNA: We make the pay- | 


ment in order to facilitate the special 
service for which hon. Members opposite 
had asked. 


Viscount TURNOUR: Why not make | 


a grant also to the Chatham and Dover 
Railway ? 


Mr. SLOAN : When payments of this. 
kind are made does not the hon. Gentle- | 


man inquire into the results 7 


Mr. McKENNA: The matter was 


inquired into by an inter-Departmental | 


Committee when the service was estab- 
lished. I will make further inquiries 
now. 


Scottish Bills. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether 
sider his proposal as to the order of 
business for Saturday and_ put 
Crofters Acts Amendment Bill down for 
the first Order, the day having been 
given for the introduction of that Bill. 


Tur PRIME MINISTER anp FIRST | 


LORD or THE TREASURY (Sir H. 
CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN, Stirling Burghs) ; 
I am afraid I cannot reconsider 


Saturday. 
Mr. WEIR: As this sitting is to be 


purely Caledonian why not allow Scottish 
Members to decide this? 


he will recon- | 


the | 


the | 
order of business already announced for | 


Is the right | 


{No Answer was returned. } 


Expiring Laws Continuance Act. 
Mr. LONSDALE: I beg to ask the 


| Prime Minister whether he proposes to 


introduce the Expiring Laws Continuance 
| Bill during the present portion of the 
| session. 

| Mr. VINCENT KENNEDY: May I 
se oa 

‘also ask the Prime Minister whether he 
will state when he intends introducing 
the’ Expiring Laws Continuance Act ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
| Not during this portion of the session. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S$.) : 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
/one of the expiring measures, the Irish 
Sunday Closing Act, will come to an 
end before Parliament reassembles in 
October? I will give the right hon 
/Gentleman notice of a Question on the 
subject. 


| Wages Boards Bill. 

| Mr. CHIOZZA MONEY: I beg to 
| ask the Prime Minister whether, in view 
of the extent of the sweating evil, he can 
| see his way to give facilities during the 
/autumn sitting for the consideration of 
‘the Wages Boards Bill, designed to 
establish minimum rates of payment in 
certain selected trades. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
[ have already said that I cannot make 
any further promises of facilities and | 
am afraid I must abide by that. 


The Partition of Bengal. 

| Mr. C.J. ODONNELL (Newington, 
Walworth): I beg to ask the Pmme 
| Minister whether, in view of the closure: 

of the debate on the Indian Budget last 
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Friday, he will give an opportunity to 
this House to consider the grievance of 
45,000,000 of the King-Emperor’s subjects 
due to the partition of the lower provinces 
of Bengal. 


Mr. REES (Montgomery Boroughs) : 
Before the Question is answered, may I 
ask the Prime Minister by recourse to 
what referendum, or by the exercise of 
what franchise, the opinion of upwards of 
fifty millions of illiterate peasants has 
been ascertained 7 


Sir H,. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
That is much too big a question to be 
put in that casual way. My right hon. 
friend the Secretary of State for India 
has twice stated that His Majesty’s 
Government regard the redistribution of 
Government in Bengal as a_ settled 
question. If any substantial grounds 
for reviewing this settlement are laid 
before him on good authority my right 
hon. friend will give them his careful 
consideration. But I am satistied that 
after whatihas already been said a further 
discussion in this House is not likely to 
serve any useful purpose, and is not in 
the public interest. 


Naval Bases. 

Mr. BELLAIRS (King’s Lynn): I 
beg to ask the Prime Minister whether 
he will consider the advisability of pro- 
moting an inquiry into the present cost 
and administration of the defences of 
naval bases with the view of reducing 
the garrisons and fortifications and pro- 
moting unity of control for naval pur- 
poses ; and whether, for some years past, 
the War Office have been willing to band 
over the administration to the Admiralty. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The strength of the garrisons of naval 
bases has recently been reviewed and 
considerable reductions have been made. 
The fortifications of all the ports at home 
have been lately reported upon by a 
Committee which is now extending its 
inquiries to the foreign stations. No 
useful purpose would be served by any 
further investigation at this period. The 
question of handing over the administra- 
tion of the naval bases to the Admiralty 
has been considered by the Defence Com- 
mittee; but at present it has not ap- 
peared advisable to transfer these duties 
to the Admiralty. 
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Scottish Pupil Teachers. 

Mr. MORTON: I beg to ask the 
Prime Minister whether he will see that 
no alteration is made by the Scottish 
Education Department with regard to 
pupil teachers until the Scottish Members 
of Parliament have had an opportunity 
of discussing the question in this House. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
A copy of the Regulations dealing with 
the matter referred to by my hon. friend 
was laid on the fable on June 7th, and 
I am informed that the Regulations 
become operative one month from that 
date. The matter having already been 
discussed at some length, | do not con- 
sider an opportunity for further discus- 
sion necessary. 


Mr. MORTON: Is the right hon, 
Gentleman aware that we have had no 
opportunity of discussing this question ? 


[No Answer was returned. | 


Public Trustee Bill. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT asked what 
course the Government proposed to take 
in regard to this Bill, in view of recent 
defaleation ? 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said that the Government were exceed- 
ingly desirous of passing this Bill, the 
importance of which the hon. Member 
had not exaggerated. The Government 
intended to pass it this session, but he 
did not think that any further step could 
be taken during this portion of the 
session. 


EDUCATION B € L—DIVISION ON 
CLAUSE 4. 

Mr. C. E. SHAW (Stafford) said that 
on looking at the Parliamentary Papers 
that morning he discovered that in one of 
the divisions last night he voted with the 
“ Ayes,” instead of with the “ Noes,” as 
he intended. He did not remember the 
division—he meant he could not recall 
having passed through the lobby—but he 
certainly did intend to vote for Clause 4 
being made mandatory. He desired 
to know whether the vote could be trans- 
ferred. 


* Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
passed the tellers, and there is no method 
of correcting it unless he happened to 
vote in both lobbies. 








NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


1479 Civil Services and Revenue = {COMMONS} 


| 
Freeman Freeman-Thomas, esquire, for | reasonably. 





1480 


Depts. Estimates, 1906-7. 


people from ruling themselves fairly and 
The Under-Secretary to the 


the County of Cornwall (South-Eastern | Lord-Lieutenant was another member 


er Bodmin Division). 


SUPPLY [I8ru ALLoTrepD Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.) in 
the Chair. | 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE 

DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1906-7. 

Ciass Il. 

1. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£38,566, be granted to His Majesty, to 


complete the sum necessary to defray the | 


Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1907, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Local Government Board 
in Ireland.” 


Mr. -JOYCE (Limerick) moved to 
reduce the Vote by £1,000. He wished to 
sav that he was not actuated by any 
personal feelings. He had no feeling of 
emnity whatever against the Irish Local 
(rovernment Board. He took the action 
ne had done on public grounds and 
because he thought the Local Govern- 
ment Board in Ireland had not carried 
out the duties they were supposed to 


perform in a fair, reasonable, and satis- | 


factory manner 
tives. 
sonnel of this Board and observe how 
it was constituted. The Chief Secretary 
‘or Ireland was supposed to be the 
president of the Board, but he was pre- 
sident on paper only, and had no power 
whatever to alter any decision of the 
Board, because they would not allow 
to use that power. He fancied 


as public representa- 


him 
the time was far distant when they 
would get a Chief Secretary in Ireland 
who would be strong enough to deal with 
this limb of the upas tree of Dublin 


'of this 


Board. With regard to the 
present holder of this office, he did not 


desire to say anything at the present 
time. Very likely other hon. Gentleman 


It was well to look at the per- | 


Castle. The vice-president of the) 
Board was Sir Henry Robinson. He did 


not know anything about’ Sir Henry 
Robinson personally, but he knew he 
belonged to that class in Ireland who had 
always steadily set out to prevent the 


would have a great deal to say about him. 
The Board was also composed of Mr. Micks 
and Dr. Stafford, very likely estimable 
men in their own way but not the men 
to whom the people of Ireland would 
look up as their representatives in the 


effort to obtain good government. 
Besides those he had mentioned 
there were also a whole host of 


underlings—he did not intend to weary 
the Committee by reading their names— 
every one of whom was drawn from a 
special class in Ireland, viz., the ascend- 
ency class, and woe betide the Chief 
Secretary who would put any other 
men in their places. In dealing with 
the question one naturally carried his 
mind back to those years immediately 
preceding the passing of the Irish Local 
Government Act of 1898. It was in- 
teresting to see what the relations were 
with the Local Government Board in those 
days. Every position of emolument was 
filled by the ascendency party; these 
public bodies were allowed to do as they 
pleased, and the authorities or their 
auditors very seldom, if ever, came down 
on them, whilst surcharges were almost 
unknown. But when the Local Govern- 
ment Act became law and the power of 
local representation was put into the 
hands of the people the old order of 
things was swept away and a new race of 
men stepped into the public life of Ireland ; 
a race the great majority of whom 
had had nothing to do with the public 
work of Irish county or municipal life. 
He would take the case of his own 
city—Limerick. In the first municipal 
election held under the new Act the 
working men, feelingtheir power and deter- 
mined to use it, elected, out of a possible 
forty, twenty-four labour representatives 
on the ancient Corporation of Limerick. 
Then membersof the Unionist Party raised 
their hands in holy horror at the iniquity 
of the proceeding and prophesied that 
the new corporation would use their 


power in such a way that the Local 
Government Board would step in, relieve 
_them of their powers, and send one of 
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their own officials down to administer 
the city. All those prophets of evil were 
wrong. These working men—he was one 
himself—had not been educated at the 
universities or in high-class schools, but 
many of them had had a fair education 
and were all good sound common-sense, 
fairly intelligent men, and they tackled 


their work in a workman-like fashion 
and mastered all its details. Since 
that time, the elections had taken 


place, and the labour representatives 
had increased their numbers on the 
corporation. ‘They decided, having four- 
fifths of the voting power in the city, 
that they were entitled to at least two- 
thirds of the representation. From the 
dav those county councils and municipal 
and district councils came into power, 
the Local Government Board had _ set 
themselves to thwart their efforts in 
every way they could. This precious 
Board issued a ukase—talk about the 
Czar issuing a ukase! it was only milk 
and water compared with the ukase issued 
bv Dublin Castle. They issued this 
ukase and told the representatives of the 
people that they would have to put it 
into force, and that if thev did not do 
so they would be made by mandamus 
to enforce it. The majority of the 
public bodies in Limerick refused to 
put it in force, and, as a member of the 
Limerick Corporation, he had the pleasure 
of proposing the resolution refusing to 
have anything to do with the Public 
Bodies Order. Rightly or wrongly they 
believed that they were the inheritors 
of ancient powers and privileges and 
they determined jealously to guard 
them. The inevitable result was that 
the Local Government Board auditor 
went into all the accounts very closely 
of the Limerick Corporation, and he 
found fault wherever he could. When 
the corporation attended any public 
function the Mayor of Limerick was 
in the habit of issuing the usual in- 
vitations to the members of the corpora- 
tion and the officials, but the Local 
Government Board auditor actually sur- 
charged the mayor for doing this. The 
cost of the invitations amounted to only 
about 25s. The duty of the auditor 
was to see that the accounts were properly 
kept and that the contracts were carried 
‘out fairly, and it did not lie in the mouth 
‘of the auditor to surcharge the mayor 
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‘for doing what had been done for 
|/many years past and for having 
| followed a long established precedent. 
| Those things only showed the bias of 
Dublin (Castle. The corporation of 
Limerick paid £38 11s. for the auditing 
of the city accounts by one of the Local 
Government Board auditors, and that 
audit included the gas accounts and the 
accounts of the Technical Board. Owing 
to the large increase of business .thrown 
upon the corporation of Limerick by the 
new Act, the auditor’s fee was increased 
without any consultation whatever with 
the corporation of Limerick. This was 
done by sending down a sealed order 
which increased the auditor’s fee to £60. 
Besides this,in the year 1905 the Local 
Government Board sent another sealed 
order, demanding £20 for the audit of the 
gas committee's accounts, and not only 
this, but they made the charge retro- 
spective and charged £20 for 1904 and 
another £20 for 1903, making a total of 
£60. He might say that they had not 
paid that money yet, but it showed the 
way business was conducted. If the 
Local Government Board had an auditor's 
charge against the corporation in 1903 
why did they not make their charge in 
that year? He hoped the Chief Secretary 
would see his way to stop this kind of 
thing. He suggested that some repre- 
sentatives of the Local Government 
Board should meet the corporation of 
Limerick and endeavour to make an 
arrangement satisfactory to both sides. 
But what they strongly objected to was 
increasing these charges by sealed orders, 
and he hoped that such orders would be 
swept away. All he could say was that 
if those orders continued to be issued, 
bad blood would be engendered. He 
hoped the local Government Board would 
cease to punish the Limerick Corporation 
and not continue to thwart their efforts 
until matters reached breaking point. 
Whatever was right and reasonable they 
were prepared to accept, but anything 
that the Local Government Board tried 
to force down their throats they would 
resist. Twenty years ago a powerful 
English Government tried to saddle 
the City of Limerick with a charge of 
£700 or £800 for extra police, but they 
had never yet paid a cent of it. If the 
Local Government Board went on as they 
were doing thingscould not worksmoothly, 
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and he might say that the case of Limerick 
was only typical of scores of other cases. 
He hoped the Chief Secretary would tell 
the Local Government Board plainly 
that they had gone quite far enough 
in these matters, and the line would have 
to be drawn somewhere, because even 
now trouble was brewing. If one cor- 
poration resolved to fight the Local 
Government Board they would find 
the great majority of the public bodies 
in Ireland ready to help them in their 
struggle for fair play. Before passing 
from the Public Bodies Order, he wished 
to say that all the asylums boards in 
Ireland had passed resolutions against 
this Orderand were determined to fight 
it, because it would entail an enormous 
amount of expense upon them. Another 
portion of that Order which they ob- 
jected to was the proviso that the 
minutes of the ; ublic bodies should be 
sent up for confirmation to the Local 
Government Board just as the minutes 
of boards of guardians had to be sent 
up. That was a thing which the public 
bodies in Ireland would never do, and the 
Local Government Board might as well 
recognise the fact. If their minutes had 
to be confirmed in that manner what did 
they want public representatives at all 
for? What use would public representa- 
tives be if they were simply made the 
tools and servants of the Irish Local 
Government Board? With regard to 
surcharges, for several years past the 
Local Government Board auditors sent 
down to Limerick had drawn attention 
in their reports to the expenditure in 
connection with the work of the city, and 
the expenditure which they grumbled 
most about wasthat spent upon cleansing 
the city and upon the wages paid to some 
of the hardest-worked men in England. 
When the public representatives came 
into power, thev found these men work- 
ing 365 days in the year, and they were 
receiving the munificent remuneration of 
15s. per week. A corporation composed 
largely of working men, who knew what 
15s. a week would do ina householl. when 
they came into power one of the first acts 
they did was to cause an inquiry into this 
very department with a view to trying to 
alleviate in a small way some of the 
injustice under which this body of men 
suffered. The result that they 
MN. STovee, 
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increased their wages by about 2s. 6d. a 
week per man, and for that act they had 
never been forgiven by the Local Govern- 
ment Board. Every auditor who came 
down to Limerick drew attention to the 
extravagance in regard to the wages of 
these poor men, but they never said a wor 
about any increase in the salaries of the 
officials. They had a very efficient town 
clerk, and they resolved to pay him an 
extra £100 a vear. He agreed that their 
town clerk was deserving of that increase. 
but what he wished to point out was that 
the Local Government Board auditor 
never grumbled at any increase in the 
salaries of officials, but when it came 
to a question of giving a couple of 
shillings a week more to these poor 


workmen in Ireland the auditor 
never failed to call attention to the 


extravagance of the Limerick Corporation 
in paying their labourers a wage which 
he did not agree could be called a living 


wage. He considered that anything 
under £1 per week was not a living wage 
at all. Then again surcharges were 
made because the Corporation gave 
their employees certain holidays. They 


could give the officials a month’s holiday, 
but when it came to giving the night 
constables of the city a week’s leave of 
absence, which did not mean an extra 
penny on the rates, because when those 
constables went off duty they went off in 
rotation, two at a time, and the beats were 
extended, and the other constables 
performed their work, the Corporation 
of Limerick were surcharged. They 
did the same thing with regard to 
the inspectors. With regard to the 
cleaning staff, who never got a holiday 
all the year round, they asked for 
a half holiday and guaranteed that 
instead of coming at 6 o’clock in the 
morning they would willingly come at 4 
o'clock on the day they were permitted to 
have their half day’s holiday, which 
really was only a quarter day’s holiday. 
They allowed these poor men to have 
that holiday, but they were surcharged 
for it by the Local Government Board. 
The upshot of all this was that some 
months ago they decided to appeal 
against these surcharges in the King’s 
Bench Division. After the case had been 
tried the Judges resolved that in two- 
thirds of the cases the corporation were 
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within their rights in granting the 
holidays, and they disallowed the sur- 
charges, but in the remaining third of 
the cases which referred to the poorest of 
their employees, they decided that the 
Corporation had not the authority to 
grant those men a half day’s holiday for 
any purpose. The consequence was 
that there still remained a matter of £40 
as a surcharge for these holidays, and it 
was levied upon poor members of the 
Corporation, two of whom were working 
men and one of them a business man in 
a small way, and none of them rich 
enough to bear this expense without its 
entailing a great hardship upon them. In 
the decision of the Court of King’s Bench, 
when the costs came to be considered 
the Judges decided that each side should 
bear their own costs. In this case, how- 
ever, it meant that the cost of the Local 
Government Board had to be levied on 
the rates of the City of Limerick. What 
beneficent laws those were to live under! 
He wondered that more Irishmen were not 
rebels! He felt sure that the right hon. 
and gallant Member for North Armagh. 
if he lived in Limerick a little while, 
would soon become as big a rebel as 
himself. He hoped the Chief Secretary 
would break the web which entangled 
him in Dublin Castle. They had no 
desire to pull against the Local Govern- 
ment Board if they showed any desire to 
pull with them, and to treat the public 
bodies in a fair and friendly _ spirit. 
They did say, however, that as long as 
those boards were constituted as they 
were, they never would command the 
respect of the majority of the people. 
Why could not the Local Government 
Board be placed on the same footing as 
the Congested Districts Board or the 
Department of Agriculture’? Those 
bodies had on them a certain number of 
officials, but they also contained a num- 
ber of representatives elected by the 
County Councils of Treland. The 
Technical Education Department also 
contained a number of publicly elected 
representatives, and the boards so con- 
stituted worked very harmoniously. If 
the time ever came when the Local 
Government Board was largely increased 
by the addition of elected public 
representatives from all portions of 
Ireland they would find that, north, 
south, east, and west, they would all 
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pull together as they did upon the 
other boards which had been kept 
out of the arena of political strife, and 
instead of being a menace to the peace 
and prosperity of Ireland they would 
perform their functions with the full 
knowledge that they had the approval 
of the vast body of the representatives 
of Irish public opinion. He recommended. 
that very strongly to the attention of 
the Chief Secretary. He was anxious 
that the public bodies in Ireland, con- 
sisting of public-spirited men, should 
be allowed to do their work without being 
hampered unduly, and that frivolors 
surcharges should not be continually 
hanging over their heads. When that 
time came these public bodies would 
not be brought before the gaze of English 
members who did not know the conditions 
under which the work was carried out 
in Ireland. On 24th May this year 
he asked the President of the Local 
Government Board— 

“Whether municipal borough councils and 

county councils have power to grant holidays 
or half holidays to their employees by resolu- 
tion of such councils; and whether the Local 
Government Board have ever taken any action 
to deter publicly elected bodies from exercising 
such rights.” 
The answer of the President of the Locai 
Government Board was very interesting 
and threw a curious light on the way in 
which the work was done here as compared 
with the way in which it was done in 
Ireland. The right hon. Gentleman’s 
answer was in the following terms : 

‘* Tt appears to me to be competent for these 
councils to provide in their agreements with 
their employees for reasonable holidays and 
half holidays being given to them, Iam not 
aware that the Loeal Government Board have 
ever taken any action to deter publicly elected 
bodies from adopting this course.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £57 be 
granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. 
Toyce. ) 


*Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
said this was a very important debate 
affecting the people of Ireland, and he 
regretted exceedingly that there was not 
a larger attendance of English Members 
to hear from representatives of Ireland a 
statement of some of the difficulties 
which beset the administration of local 
government in that country. In 1898: 
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they all hailed with great pleasure the 
introduction of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act. It was hoped and be- 
lieved by all parties in the House that 
the passage of that Act would really, to 
quote an expression in the King’s 
speech at the opening of Parliament, 
associate the people of Ireland with the 
local government of their country. 
He had no doubt whatever that if the 
intentions of the then Chief Secretary 
for Ireland had not been baulked by 
the permanent officials with whom he had 
to deal, and more or less upset from the 
very start by the permanent officials of 
the Local Government Board, many of 
those hopes would have been realised. 
But the right hon. Gentleman’s views 
were utterly disregarded almost from the 
start by that Board, and so far from the 
measure bestowing more freedom and 
more power upon local authorities, the 
rules which were sanctioned by the Local 
Government Board under the Act really 
hampered those bodies more than they 
had been before, and turned many of the 
provisions of the Act from being a blessing 
almost into being a curse. That was a 
very strong statement to m2ke. But 
he would call the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman to two salient results 
of the Act. The present Chief Secretary, 


who was a Member of the House in 1898, | 


would remember that the Bill had two 
results. One was that the landlord class 
in Ireland were as a class to be relieved 
of further contribution to the local rating. 
The other was that every occupier of a 
holding, no matter what the valuation 
was, whether ls., £1, or £100, was placed 
under the obligation of paying rates. 
That was to say the rich, or what might 
be called the well-to-do class of the 
Irish people, were to be free from the 
liabilities which they had previously to 
discharge, while the Act brought in the 
very poorest in the community, and 
compelled them to become contributors 
to the local rates. It would scarely 
be believed that by the operation of this 
arrangement thousands of poor people 
who were recsiving outdoor relief because 
they were unable to maintain themselves 
out of their own resources, were actually 
asked to pay rates in Ireland ; whereas the 
Earl of Longford, and landlords like him, 
who had previously been large contribu- 
tors to the rates, escaped practically scot 
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free. This was especially so in the case 
of non-resident landlords. That state 
of things proved conclusively that the 
measures passed in this House for the 
benefit of the people of Ireland were almost 


invariably rendered absolutely nu- 
gatory or destroyed at the outset. 
and that what might be good and 


useful measures to meet the wishes and 
the wants of the vast majority of the 
people of Ireland were turned into some- 
thing little better than a curse to the 
people they were designed to serve. 
Immediately after the responsibility of 
the landlord class was removed from 
them and placed on the people, what 
happened ? An artificial agitation was 
got up in Ireland for an increase of every 
form of expenditure by the public bodies. 
There was a complete reversal of the 
nursing svstem. Every workhouse was 
visited by a Commissioner with the 
view of finding out the defects in the 
local nursing arrangements and medical 
treatment. He did not propose to argue 
that it was not a right and good thing to 
do all that was possible to alleviate the 
condition of the poor people who had to 
live in those wretched institutions—the 
| Irish workhouses. The point he wished 
to impress on the Chief Secretary was 
[that while the landlords were paying 
their contribution to the rates there was 
| nothing at all said about the wants and 
| the woes and the miseries of that class, 
but the moment the people as a whole 
became responsible for this enormous 
volume of expense they first heard of 
these defects. He would give an example 
to show what he meant. In the Union in 
which he lived the nursing arrangements 
had existed for sixty years before the 
passing of the Local Government Act, 
and the cost was something like £40 a 
vear. Immediately this agitation was 
| put on foot the Local,Government Board 
issued its fiat, and the old system of 
nursing gave place to a new system 
which cost the ratepayers in the Long- 
ford Union £500 a year. The moment 
this order of the Local Government Board 
was given a ring was formed among the 
nursing staffs in Dublin, and no nurse 
could be obtained by any public authority 
for less than from £50 to £60 a year. No 
matter what the qualifications of the 
former nurses were, they could not be 














allowed to do more than sweep the ward 
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unless they had a special diploma from {then Government, and the inspector- 


the select ring in Dublin. 


to contempt in the eyes of the people for | 
increasing the cost of administration. | 
The local bodies had been compelled 
under the threat of suspension in some 


| 


The result was | | ships 
that the local bodies had been held up | gift of Dublin Castle. 


and auditorships became the 
It was notorious 
that two or three of these particular 
gentlemen so appointed set themselves 
from the start to be as offensive as could 


| be to the new local bodies created under 


cases to accept nurses from Dublin at the | 


high figures, though the former nurses, 
who had served faithfully 
qualifications quite ss good. That was 
only one instance, but he could give 
numerous other instances in which this 


and well had | 


question of expensive management was | 


insisted upon by the Local Government 
Board, and as a consequence the cost of 


local administration had steadily gone | 


up. The right hon. 


Gentleman knew as | 


well as he did that even when the Local | 
; contrasted with the conduct of the old 


Government Board was under the ad- 
ministration of the right hon. Member 
for Dover and the right hon. Member 


for South Dublin, report ang ec red Captain William Gibson, 


by the Local Government Board showed | 
that local administration was honestl y and | 
effic iently conducted ; 
had brought to the discharge of the new 


duties imposed upon them considerable | 


ability and a spirit of fair play, which 


commanded the admiration of even those | 


who were opposed to him. 
cost of administration went up and at 
the same time the landlords escaped 
from paying their fair share of it. What 
followed ? 
increased He had 


its. staff. 


But the! 


The Local Government Board | 
no ob-| 


jection at all to the proper staffing | 


of the public offices. They should re- 


ceive every facility for the discharge of | 


their duties; but this increase of the 
staff offered an opportunity to place 
every political proteg/ of the then Govern- 
ment incffice. Heventured to say that 
since 1898 till the present Government 
came into power, these offices had been 
filled by men who had little or no official 


the Chief Secretary, 


competence for the discharge of their | 


duties and whose sole qualification was | 


that they were the sons of some favourite 


of the powers that then ruled in Ireland. 
When the Local Government Act was | 


passing through the House,.an Amend- 
ment was moved that the auditors under 


that Act. He did not wish under the 
privilege of the House to make a 
personal attack on any particular one 
of these gentlemen, but it was perfectly 
well known that at least three of them 
were totally unfitted to fulfil the duties 
of auditor, and that they had brought 
the Local Government Board into conflict 
with the representatives of the people 
by small mean points on which they 
had surcharged the elected representatives 
of the local bodies. Let their conduct be 


staff. For nearly forty years the brother 
of the ex-Lord Chancellor of Ireland, 
of Roscrea, 
was auditor of the county which he 
| represented, and during all that time 


that these be dies | he never came into conftiet with any 


of the local bodies, but had always 
discharged his duties fairly and honestly. 
But a Major Eccles was sent along as 
auditor, whose chief qualification was 
that he never saw a battle except on 
paper, and his reports on the administra- 
tion of the local authorities were ridicu- 
lous. Then came a Mr. King, whose 
qualification was some recommendation 
from a Member for an Ulster con- 
stituency, who likewise made himself 
most objectionable to the local authorities. 
He warned the right hon. Gentleman 
that if the working 
of the local government of Ireland 
was to go on smoothly and if there 
was to be mutual confidence between 
the central body and the local bodies, 
then those gent!'emen who interfered 
with the local bodies in a snubby 
and insulting manner in regard to sur- 
charges ought to be curbed. He came 
to another aspect of the case. When the 
Local Government Act of 1898 came into 
operation power was given to the Local 
Government Board to make rules; and 


| they exercised that power by issuing 


the Act should be chartered accountants | 


of Ireland—men who would be in sym- 


| they prescribed 


pathy with the business people of Ire- | 


land and of proved ability. But that 
Amendment was not accepted by the 


an order on December 24th, 1899, in which 
certain forms of book- 
keeping. Those forms were of a highly 
technical and complicated character : 


'}and he remembered exhibiting one of 
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them which would have covered half the 
floor of the House. What was the re- 
sult? An addition to the clerical staff 
of the county couvncil—all which in- 
volved additional expense. But in 1904 
anew set of forms were issued by the 
Local Government Board — in one of 
which there were no fewer than forty-six 
different columns to be filled in in con- 
nection with only one transaction! Then 
there was another in connection with the 
register of public works which had to be 
filled in with thirteen columns, and still 
another with sixteen columns. In fact 
what evidently was wanted -vas that the 
whole history of every boreen in Ireland 
should be kept as a kind of chart for the 
guidance of Local Government clerks in 
the Dublin Customs House. That was 
an utter absurdity and an absolute waste 
of time and monev: and it added 
immensely to the cost of local govern- 


ment in Ireland. To prevent such 
waste heretofore was like spitting 


egainst the wind and there was no 
result. The right hon. Gentleman and his 
advisers had made up their minds to im- 
pose this upon them, and the local district 
councils had expressed their opinion 
without any effect, and the proposal 
was shoved down the throats of 
the people. It involved the keeping 
of a wholly new set of accounts in the 
district. The right hon. Gentleman would 
say quite fairly and_ properly, “ How 
can I help it?” But he (Mr. Farrell) 
said that even now something could be 
done. There was no harm in calling 
the attention of the right hon. Gentleman 
and of a new democratic and Radical 
Government to these matters, and to 
show them the result of the bureaucratic 
action in Dublin, and what these sudden 
changes instituted by the Local Govern- 
ment Board or the Treasury involved 
in regard to questions of local govern- 
ment. He thought the right hon. 
Gentleman would admit that wherever 
there were changes of this character 
made, the fullest consideration should be 
given to the views of the local bodies. 
The unfortunate thing was that the late 
sovernment refused to listen to the views 
of the representatives of Ireland, and 
this policv had impeded and retrograded 
the progress of their lezislatio.. There 
was one blot upon the local government of 
Treland wiich he would fiin not mention 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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| because it affected himself. Certain 
rules had been issued under the Act of 
1898 in regard to what was called the 
disqualification section. It was laid 
down that a person should be disqualitied 
from serving upon certzin local bodies if 
within five vears before his election or 
since his election he was _ convicted, 
either on indictment or by summary 
jurisdiction, of any offence and was 
sentenced to any term of imp1isonment 
with hard labour without the option of a 
fine. In 1902 the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dover re-imposed coercion 
in Ireland, and a number of gentlemen 
who supported the Nationalist move- 
ment in Ireland were sent to prison for 
various terms. Amongst others, he was 
sentenced on appeal by Judge Curran to 
three months imprisonment with hard 
labour for having published in his paper 
certain reports of the proceedings of 
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the United Trish League to which the 
Government took exception. In con- 
of this conviction he was 


sequence 
ve from his otfice of county council- 
lor, district councillor and member of the 
board of guardians, and this extrarodinary 
anomaly remained that while he could 
not remain a member of those local 
bodies, he could still have the honour 
of being a Member of the British House 
of Commons. He would ask the right 
hon. Gentleman to look into this dis- 
qualification section and see whether 
there could not be some amendment 
of it which would remove from the 
scope of its operation persons who were 
convicted of political offences. He was 
quite sure that everybody would agree 
that what he was convicted of was a 
political offence and that disqualifica- 
tions of this sort in such a case should 
not be insisted upon. It was a travesty 
of this section as originally framed to 
apply it to persons convicted of political 
offences. He was not the only sufferer, 
as there were twenty-four persons 
removed from public positions, because 
the authorities enforced the decisions 
of two removable magistrates in every 
case. It might be said that this was a 
matter which could only be dealt with 
by legislation, but he did not think 
that plea could be sustained, as in his 
judgment all that was required was an 
Orderin Council. This course was taken 
not under the operation of the Local 
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Government Act itself, but under some 
power conferred by that 
make rules. It was an outrage that 
those who were elected as representa- 
tives of the people and who were con- 
victed of political offences at the in- 
stance of their political opponents should 
be treated in the same way as those 
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statute to | 


who were convicted of ordinary 
criminal offences. Another matter which | 
he would like to draw attention to 
was the appalling increase of the 
expenditure in regard to lunatics in 
Ireland. He earnestly entreated the | 
right hon. Gentleman to use his | 
good offices with the Treasury with 
a view of relieving the ratepayers 


of this terrible burden. 
had said he had no desire to make the 
position of the Chief Secretary, who was 
nominally responsible for the present 
condition of things, more difficult, be- 
cause he perfectly 
almost impossible for the right hon. 
Gentleman or any other Chief Secretary 
to fulfil all the duties of his office, but he 


hoped that the right hon. Gentleman | 
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Board were checked and counterchecked 
in a faultfinding way, and of course 
nothing whatever could be done without 
the consent of the Board. He, like 
everyone else, welcomed the change which 
had been made in the work of local 
government, but he considered it sus- 
picious that the officials were now so 
zealous in finding hitches, whilst before 
1898, when the landlords had to bear a 
share of the rates, they were so idle. 
That certainly was a suspicious cireum- 
stance. Let him mention one instance of 
the attitude of the Board. In relation 
to the erection of labourers cottages the 
Local Government Board required certain 
things to be done. Why did they not 
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_ supply to the local authorities plans and 
In anything he | 


particulars of the kind of cottages that 
they approved of, instead of allowing the 
local bodies to have to go to the expense 
of advertising for plans and specifications. 


| The fact was that instead of trying to 


realised that it was | 


. . . | 
would do what lay within his power to | 


make the officials feel that they were not 


the masters but the servants of the | 
people. 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said 


that many of the boards which dealt 
with matters involving their coming 
into contact with the daily life of the 
Irish people did not possess the con- 
fidence of the population. There was 
no board of which this was more true 
than the Local Government Board. 
There was hardly a member of the Irish 
Local Government Board and hardly an 


official who could put up for any position | 


in the gift of the people with any chance 
ofsuccess in any part of the country. 
The Local Government Board had it in 
their power to simplify the wants and help 
the local authorities. On the other hand 
they Gould be captious critics. There was 
a vast difference between the systems in 
this country and in Ireland. Here the 
Board and its officers as a rule en- 
deavoured to assist the people, and were 
in sympathy with them to a large extent, 
hecause appointments were made on 
merit, and not given merely to political 
partisans. In Ireland the members of 
the loca! bodies who were sent to the 
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make matters easy for the local authorities 
the Board and its officials had en- 
deavoured by every means in their power 
to thwart them. Proof of this was to be 
found in the class of men who were sent 
about the country to surcharge the local 
in every direction. It was a 
curious state of things that a man 
convicted by two removable magistrates 
of an offence which was not an offence in 
any other country, should be debarred 
from serving his country on a local body 
and yet be allowed to sit in this House. 
He would not further occupy the time of 
the House. He had no intimate personal 
knowledge of the working of this Act, 
hut from what he could see the system 
adopted by the Local Government Board 
in Ireland was a system of harassing the 
representatives of the people. 


*\Mr. COGAN (Wicklow, E.) said he 
wished to supplement the remarks which 
had been made with respect to the 
inspectors of the Local Government Board, 
but before he did so he desired to say he 
did not agree with the reason given for 
their action. He thought the reason was 
a deeper one. All the present bodies 
were representative bodies, elected on 
the broadest franchise, whilst the old 
grand juries were nominated, representa- 
tive only of one class in Ireland. That 
was the reason why the ofticials of the 
Board who did not interfere in the old 
days did so now. He might be per- 


to read an extract from the 
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Local Government Board Report of | and the Lord-Lieutenant alone had the 
1900. In speaking of the work of the | power to sanction any order or rules 


new bodies under the Local Govern- 
ment Act this passage occurred— 
“The councils generally have dealt in a 
proper and business-like manner with questions 
eoming before them, and the new system of 
county government in Ireland was inaugurated 
very successfully.” 
In the next Report, that for 1902, there 
having been none issued for 1901, they 
said— 
“Qur further experience enables us to con- 


firm the statement in our last Renort as to the 
satisfactory manner in which the duties of the 


county councils and rural district councils have | 


heen discharge a.” 


In 1903 they said— 

“The general system of accounts devised has 
withstood every test.”’ 
That 
Order 
a most 
of 160 pages. 


was before the Public Bodies 
was framed. That Order was 
intricate document, 
He thought the Report 
of the Local Government Board for 
1903 was the strongest Justification | 
for the action of the county councils, | 
the rural councils, and the borough | 
councils of Ireland, in regard 1 to this Order. 
The Order was issued without giving 
the county councils concerned any oppor- 
tunity of studying it or of making any 
remarks or suggestions whatever upon 
it, and was entirely uncalled for. 
That in itself was not a constitutional | 
action on the part of a bureaucratic 
institution 
Board of Ireland. Such an action would 
not be dreamt of by the Local Govern- 
ment Board of England, which was always 
amenable to public opinion, no matter 
what Government was In power. But they 
all knew that public opinion in Treland 
did not count at all, except the opinion of 
the narrow section known as the British 
garrison. He desired specially to refer 
to the questions at present at issue 
between the Local Government Board 
and the Richmond District Lunatic 
Asylum, of the Committee of Manage- 
ment of which he was a member. He 
believed that this Public Bodies Order, 
in so faras it referred to the Richmond 


district asylum, was ultra vires, because 
according to the Local Government 


Act of 1898 the power to make rules 
was given to the joint Committees, 


and not the Local Government Board, 
Mr, Cogan. , 


consisting | 


like the Local Government | 


governing the asylums. Under the Local 
Government Act of 1898 all the asylum 
management committees in Ireland were 
obliged to make new rules and submit 
them to the Lord-Lieutenant for his 
sanction. When the new  manage- 
|ment committee of the Richmond 
District Asylum came into office they 
at once set to work to frame a set of 
rules, which the Lord-Lieutenant sub- 
sequently sanctioned. That committee 
held that these rules could not be 
set aside except by the Lord-Lieutenant. 
But the Local Government Board came 
| along with the Public Bodies Order and 
endeavoured to upset those rules that 
were then, and still were, the law in his 
opinion. And in his opinion the action 
of the Local Government Board in this 
respect was witra vires. The Rich- 
mond District Asylum Committee 
represented the County Borough of 
Dublin, the County of Dublin, the 
County of Louth, and the County of 
W icklow, each of which had sent to the 
‘committee some at least of the ablest 
members of those bodies representing 
| every political party and every class. By 
| one of their Orders the Local Government 
| Board had endeavoured to make the 
| resident medical superintendent the Secre- 
| tary to the managing committee, and 
to make him res] onsible for eve ry detail 
‘in the working of the chief clerk’s de- 
| partment, the accountancy work, the 
|duties of the storekeeper, and every 
| minor detail of administration in the 
institution This the Committee declined 
to agree to. This was only one of the 
absurdities in the Orderissued. A corre- 
spondence ensued between the committee 
and the Local Government Board early in 
1905, and was carried on to the end of the 
| year, but before the result was arrived at 
a mandamus was applied for to compel 
the committee to carry out the Public 
Bodies Order in its entirety. The Local 
Government Board consented to almost 
everything 





Mr. T. L. CORBETT called attention 
to the fact that there were not forty 
Members present. 





House counted, and forty Members 
being present, the debate was rest med. 
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*Mr. COGAN thought that the position | 


taken up by the Chief Secretary so far as 
the Local Government Board in Ireland 
was concerned, in inviting these public 
bodies to have recourse to the Law 
Courts on every question at issue 
between them and the Local Govern- 
ment Board, was a little bit far 
fetched. Many of the actions of the 
Local Government Board had been 
proved in Court to be illegal, and his hon. 
friend the Member for Limerick had 
shown conclusively that two-thirds of 
the surcharges they had made as affecting 
the Limerick Corporation were illegal. 
He considered that the Local Government 
Board had been guilty of a gross breach 


of public faith in reference to its treat- | 


ment of the Richmond District Asylum 


Committee, because they actually went | 


into Court and got their conditional 
order of mandamus made absolute 


against that committee without giving | 


them any notice. He submitted they 


ought not to receive that kind of | 


treatment from a body of which the 
Chief Secretary was the President. Month 
after month the Local Government 


Board had insisted upon one particular | 
Order affecting the medical superintendent | 


of the Richmond Asylum being carried 
out, although they had previously, under 
their own hand and seal, conceded this 
point. They had now withdrawn that 


concession under the mandamus, and | 


they were still insisting upon making the 
medical superintendent responsible for 
the keeping of accounts which he never 
saw and in regard to which he was being 
called upon to declare— 

“T hereby certify that the figures shown in 
this statement are correct.” 
How could this gentleman certify that 
those figures were correct unless he 
prepared them himself? In the case of 
English asylums he found that the ac- 
counts were certified and the correspon- 
dence conducted by the clerk. He 
put a Question to the Home Secretary not 
long ago, and he was informed that this 
was the practice in English asylums. 
The Richmond Asylum District Commit- 
tee had refused, and would continue to 
refuse, to submit to this ukase, because 
they believed that they had the law 
upon their side, although a mandamus 
had been made absolute behind their back. 
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He wished to emphasise one or two 
points which had been referred to by his 
hon. friends who had preceded him. As 
to the Order issued by the Local Govern- 
ment Board with respect to accounts, 
almost all county councils, borough 
councils and rural councils, protested 
against it, on the ground not only of the 
unnecessary cost, but also fof the 
‘extra amount of time and_ labour 
involved in the working of it out. 
The change which was made by that 
Order was quite uncalled for and in- 
defensible. His hon. friend the Member 
for North Longford had referred to the 
grievance in connection with the question 
of rating. Under the Local Government 
Act every occupier of a house was liable 
to pay rates, however small the rent 
might be. The same statute provided 
that the landlords were bound to refund 
the rates, but they knew how that worked 
out in practice. The landlords did not 
|refund the rates. Even poor people 
living on outdoor relief had to pay 
| rates, and that was a point which required 
‘amendment. He had been endeavouring 
| by means of Questions to get a settlement 
of a difficulty whch had arisen in con- 
nection with finance on account of the 
change of the end of the financial vear 
‘from December 31st to March 31st. 
| At the time the change was made in 1899 
'there was a hiatus of three months in 
respect of which the county councils 
had not received the payments for the 
maintenance of pauper lunatics to which 
they were entitled out of the Local 
Taxation (Ireland) Account. They had, 
therefore, been obliged to rate the people 
for the whole cost of the maintenance of 
lunatics for these three months. That 
was a great hardship for the people to 
suffer, for it involved a sum of £37,030. 
He did not think the ratepayers should 
be asked to bear that. The Chief Secre- 
tary had said that it was too late to 
remedy it now. But it was not through 
any fault on the part of the Irish repre- 
sentatives that it had not been remedied 
earlier, for they had been endeavouring 
since 1899 to get it remedied. He would 
ask the Attorney-General to bear this in 





mind, and to see whether something could 
not be done to have the money paid out 
‘of the local taxation account or to give 
‘relief in some other way. 
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*Mr O’ DOWD (Sligo, 8.) called atten- 
tion to the relationship between the 
Local Government Board, as a super- 
vising body, and the various local bodies 
created by the Act of 1898. He would 


deal with this matter on general 
grounds rather than in detail. Having 
had experience of public boards in 


Ireland for the last fifteen years his 
own opinion was, and he thought it 
would be generally admitted by those 
who knew the conditions which obtained in 
regard to the matter of local government, 
that as a supervising authority the Local 
Government Board was utterly incom- 
petent to deal with the complicated 
machinery set up by the Act of 1898. 
Previous to the passing of that Act the 
grand juries, consisting of non-represen- 
tative men, did all the fiscal business 
of the counties and were responsible for 
local government. The Baronial Ses- 
sions, composed of magistrates and 
associated ratepayers, also a non-repre- 
sentative body, did the work so ably 
discharged now by the district councils 
of Ireland, work which, notwithstanding 
the hampering conditions of the Local 
Government Board, had won tributes of 


applause from their enemies. ‘These 
bodies ruled in the interest of the 
classes, and not of the masses. At that 


time the Local Government Board was a 
paragon of economy, although Grand 
Jurors might have demesne walls erected 


along their residences at the public 
expense. Barony constables in those 


days of corruption were appointed by 
the Grand Juries. It was their duty to 
collect the cess and they were paid 1s. in 
the £ for such collection. But they got 
a subordinate officer to do the work and 
assume all the responsibility at 3d. in the 
£, whilst they for doing nothing at all 
pocketed 9d. in the £ on the gross collec- 
tion, and it must be remembered that 
these barony constables were as a rule 
employees of the rent office. Local 
Government was conducted in the 
interest of the landlords who were 
hable for half the rates. The mem- 
bers of the Local Government Board 
were landlords themselves, and they 
acted as the custodians of the landlords’ 
interests. When the network of local | 
bodies created by the Act of 1898 came 
into operation the Local Government 
Board immediately changed its tactics 
and they endeavoured to enforce their ' 
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will and their wishes on the poor law 
unions against the views held by the re- 
presentatives of the people. The opinion 
of the officers of the Board seemed to be 
that the elected representatives were not 
competent to judge of the requirements 
of their own districts. He did not want 
to attack any individual member of the 
Local Government Board, but he would 
give one instance of their action. He 
knew of a workhouse which was erected 
at an enormous cost to accommodate 9UU 
paupers, and for the last fifty years that 
workhouse had on an average only 100 
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inmates. Under the old regime, he 
being at that time chairman of the 


board of guardians suggested that, under 
the Act of 1898, a portion of this immense 
building should be utilised as an auxillary 
lunatic asylum. The recommendation 
to that effect to the Local Government 
Board was ignored ; and after being put 
off for some time the board of guardians 
were told that the thing could not 
done, He maintained that under the 
new system of local government, the 
Local Government Board was utterly 
incompetent to regulate the local bodies 
in lreland. At the same time, with all the 
imperfections on its head, he must admit 
that the Local Government Act of 1898 
was a good Act, although there might be 
some blots upon it, and although its 
operation had been hampered by the 
foolish and ridiculous Orders issued by 
the Local Government Board. The Act 
had won the approval of the people, and 
had been carried on in the main satis- 
factorily. He insisted, however, that 
the Local Government Board at 
present constituted was unable properly 
to supervise the working of the Act of 
1898. The remedy was the reform and 
the reconstitution of the Local Govern- 
ment Board with an element of popular 
representation on it. By that mens 
they would at least ensure that the 
local government of the country was 
properly administered. He had been 
chairman for seven years of a county 
council and although he had no complaint 
to make against any individual official 


be 


as 


of the Local Government Board, he held 


that the officials as a whole were out of 
touch with the people. They were 
the nominees practically of the land- 
lords and the Unionists. They were 
appointed, not because of their worth 
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or their merits, but because they were 
the sons of their fathers. When these 
officials went down to visit a work- 
house or asylum and they made any 
recommendation, objection was at once 
taken if the guardians failed to comply 
with their suggestions. That was a very 
unhappy state of affairs, and there was 


only one remedy for it, viz., the reform | 


and the re-constitution of the Local 
Government Board and the intro luction 
of an element of popular represe itation. 


Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.) said that he 
felt that criticising the local adminis- 
tration of Treland was like throwing 
water on a drowned rat. He did not 
suppose that there was anyone ac- 
quainted with the condition of aifairs | 
in Ireland who would do reverence to 
that unclean thing, Dublin Castle; and 
he hoped that the right hon. the Chief 
Secretary would be able to give the | 
(‘ommittee the gratifying assurance, not 
only to the Irish Members, and the Irish 
people, but to every Englishman who 
had respect for the good fame of 
his country, that the whole thing would | 
be swept away soon, and scmething | 
instituted in its place which would be 
representative of the interests and the | 
wishes of the people of Ireland. This 
last week they had had in London a 
lirge number of gentlemen connected 
with the representative institutions, 
more or less advanced in character, of | 
the various countries of the world. They | 
had also heard of a great Kmpire, the | 
population of which was prepared to | 
deluge their country with blood — in| 
order to secure Parliamentary represen- | 
tative institutions. If one of those | 
ventlemen had been present in the | 
House that evening and had _ listened 
t» this debate, what would he say when | 
he found that under our Pacliamentary | 
institutions in one of the oldest. cities 
in Ireland, the members of the munici- | 
pality could not give a day’s holiday | 
to one of their employees engaged in hard | 
work for 365 days in the year without | 
being surcharged for it, and having to 
pay the employee’s wages out of their 
own pockets. Instances of that kind 
could be multiplied. In the chief town 
uf his constituency, the town of Drogheda, 
when an allowance was given to a hard- 
working employee who had been many | 
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| sick 


| to call 
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| years in the service of the corporation, 
when he was no longer able to perform 
his duties, the auditor of the Local 
Government Board called upon the 
;members of the corporation to pay the 
; money out of their own pockets! And 
| this was under the free Parliament of 
'Great Britam! He hoped the Chief 
Secretary would be able to assure them 
| that they had come to the end of this 
| state of affairs which surely had lasted 
‘long enough and which had brought 
great misery upon [reland. He desired 
attention to a grievance 
which he said existed in his own con- 
stituency in regard to the appointment 
of medical officers to look after the 
poor. In a district which was 
twenty-five miles long there were origin- 
ally three of these medical officers. One 
of them died, and the Local Government 
Board in its wisdom said that no one 
should take his place. Considering the 
size of the district it was not necessary 
for him to dwell upon the hardships 
inflicted upon the sick poor in consequence 
of this decision, because it involved in 
some cases their having to travel twelve 
or fourteen miles in order to obtain 
medical relief. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dover promised to 
look into the matter but it had never 
been dealt with. This was not a question 





which had anything to do with 
political Parties, because a meeting 


held on the subject was attended by 
gentlemen of every shade of political 
opinion and of religion. The Catholic 
priest and the Protestant clergyman 
were present, as were also magistrates, the 
neighbouring gentry and representatives 
of the labourng poor. With one voice 
they all pronounced against this pro- 
ceeding of the Local Government Board 
and asked that the old state of affairs 
should be restored. It appeared, how- 
ever that the clerk who represented 
the Local Government Board in the 
district had more power in his pen 
than all other people put together. He 
admitted that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Dover in his term of office 
had dealt with the matter in a courteous 
spirit, but the immediate predecessor 
of the Chief Secretary would not hear 
of any change. Consequently a very 
unhappy state of things prevailed in 
the district, the wishes of the ratepayers 
3 D2 
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were flouted and unnecessary hardship 
was inflicted upon the sick poor. 


Str THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) called attent’‘on to the subject of 
the boarding-out of pauper children. 
He was a great believer in the system. 
He asked the Chief Secretary to consider 
whether it would not be possible, in 
conjunction with Irish local govern- 
ment, to adopt the system on a much 
larger scale thau heretofore. Boarding- 
out was looked upon with favour in 
every part of Ireland, the condition 
of pauper children in the workhouses 
being anything but what it ought to be. 
In his opinion there should be no pauper 
children in the workhouses ; they should 
all be boarded-out. He also called 
attention to the unequal incidence of 
the grant-in-aid of Irish administration 
as between different counties. The hon. 
Member for one of the divisions of 
Wicklow had spoken of the grant. All he 
would say with regard to that was that 


they had been deprived of three months | 
of that grant and it would be only just | 


and fair on the part of the Local Govern- 
ment Board to make that good. The 
last question to which he would refer 
was that of vagrancy. Vagrancy had 
been growing for some years in Ireland 
until it had reached very serious pro- 
portions. In Ireland there had grown 
up an indigenous race of loafers who 


would no nothing and who had never | 


done anything. Under the existing law 
these people obtained their board and 
lodging every day at the various work- 
houses and did not even earn anything 
in return for the ratepayers’ money which 
was spent upon them. Hon. Members 


would see from the Report of the 


Vagrancy Committee which considered 
this question that as long ago as 1894- 
1895 the average number of these tramps 
relieved weekly was 5,000, or 17 per 
1,000 of the whole population of Ireland, 
and unfortunately under the existing 


conditions the poor law guardians could | 
not cope with them in such a way as to | 
insure that they should do a certain. 
amount of work for the relief that was | 


given to them. The Report also 

pointed out that this class was unknown 

in the West of Ireland, but that in the 

East and South these tramps abounded 

and practically blackmailed the people 
Mr. Nolan. 
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| of those districts and terrorised them into 
| giving them either food or money in 
/order to get rid of them. There was 
'a general feeling throughout the country 
that this question ought to be dealt with 
'and that this growing evil ought to be 
put a stop to. That being so, he desired 
'to ask the right hon. Gentleman the 
| Chief Secretary whether it was not 
| possible to consult with the Irish Local 
'Government Board with a view to 
‘finding a remedy for a state of things 
'that had become intolerable. 
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Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary 8.) said 
although he had no hostility towards any 
member of the Irish Local Government 
Board he had a most determined hostility 
to the institution itself. It was, in his opi- 
nion, absolutely useless for the right hon. 
yentleman the Chief Secretary to think 
he could amend that institution in any 
way whatever. The only remedy was 
to root it out entirely and have a new 
Board. Unless it was absolutely cleared 
out no good whatever would be cone. 
After what had been said by his hon. 
friends the right hon. Gentleman must 
realise in what a hopeless state the 
government of Ireland was at the present 
moment. The hon. Member for one of 
the divisions of Wicklow had called 
attention to the deputation which had 
| waited on the Chief Secretary with 
reference to the Wicklow Asylums 
Committee dispute and to the reply 
that they must go to the Court; 
so it was in nearly every case. The 
| answer was always the same, they must 
go to a Court of law. That was a mon- 
strous state of things and one which any 
Government and any Party ought to be 
ashamed of. Then there was the case 
‘referred to by the hon. Member for 
Limerick of the Limerick Corporation 
which was now fighting the Local Govern- 
ment Board. This big action was going 
on in Dublin at the present moment, 
| though he contended it was in the power 
of the Chief Secretary and the Government 
of Ireland to deal with this and other 
matters and that there was no need to 
go to the Court at all. Some time ago 
| the auditor who audited the accounts of 
| the Tipperary Urban Council surcharged 
| the council the sum of £159 10s. The 
| Tipperary Urban Council communicated 
| with the Local Government Board and 
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received in reply a rather uncivil letter 
which showed that the Local Government 
Board were siding with their auditor. 
The Tipperary Urban Council then took 
proceedings in the Court of King’s Bench 
and the learned Chief Baron in a most 
scathing judgment quashed the surcharge 
and stated that the auditor had acted 
illegally and exceeded his powers. Yet 
notwithstanding the fact that he got 
rid of the surcharge he was powerless 
with regard to the costs, and had to order 
the Tipperary Urban Council to pay not 
only their own costs but also the costs of 
the auditor. He (Mr. Cullinan) brought 
the case to the attention of the then 
Chief Secretary in this House, the right 
hon. Member for Dov-r, in whose opinion 
the case was so bad that he at once re- 
lieved the urban council of the whole 
liability. He contended that the right hon. 
Gentleman ought not to allow the Local 
Government Board auditors to trample on 
the Corporations of Dublin and Limerick 
in the way they were doing. There was 
another case in which he and two others 
were interested, where the local body was 
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_ travelling expenses paid to these officials 


surcharged a sum of £279 for among other | 
Court of law. 


things medicines and disinfectants which 
were procured for the district, there 
being an epidemic, at the express order 
of the medical officer of the Local Govern- 
ment Board. That circumstance was 
brought to the attention of the auditor 
who revised the audit and made the sur- 
charge £69. He then wrote to say that 
the £69 should be paid at once, otherwise 
proceedings would be taken to recover it. 
When he (Mr. Cullinan) investigated the 
matter he found the first item charged 
against the local authority was the very 
first item which he had called the attention 
of the auditor to as having been procured 


which were included in the Estimates, 
besides which the public bodies of Ireland 
were called upon to contribute to the 
cost, was one which the Government 
ought to look into. In the Order relating 
to county surveyors those officials were 
practically asked to devote their entire 
time to clerical work. One of the extra- 
ordinary items in the Order was that 
a county surveyor was not to get any 
implements necessary for carrying on his 
work without a special order from the 
county council (which met quarterly), 
so that he could not buy spades or 
anything else in the event of an accident 
which necessitated the removal of an 
obstruction. The Orders were so ridicu- 
lous that he was surprised the public 
bodies throughout Ireland had not taken 
action against them. He asked whether 
where cases of hardship and injustice 
to the public bodies and ratepayers 
were shown the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chief Secretary and the right hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Attorney-General 
ought not to exercise their own sense 
and judgment instead of leaving it to a 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Bryce, Aberdeen, 8.) said 
that hon. Members failed to recognise 
two points in connection with the duties of 
the Local Government Board. In the first 
place, the Board’s duties were impose 
by statute. The Board had been spoken of 
as some malignant fairy that had stepped 
in, if he might mix the metaphor, “ off 
its own bat” to give trouble to local 


| bodies who were getting on very nicely. 


by the direct order of the Local Govern- | 


ment Board. He drew attention to 
these matters in order to show how 
necessary it was for the Chief Secretary 
and the Irish Government to take action. 
He found in the Estimates that a 


number of inspectors were employed. | 


The chief inspectors received from 
£500 to £700 a year, besides a guinea 
a night and 7s. a day travelling 
expenses. The inspector-auditors re- 
ceived £900 a year, and the auditors 
£400 a year besides expenses. This 
question of the enormous salaries and 


The trouble, of course, was that Parlia- 
ment had laid on the Board a_ large 
number of obligations, which hon. Mem- 
bers ought to study before they criticised 
the endless complication which they 
charged the Board with introducing. 
In the second place, why was the Board 
there? It was there to protect the rate- 
payers. The local authorities were ex- 
cellent bodies, which had, on the whole, 
done their work well. It was generally 
felt that the county councils consisted 
of capable and zealous men who enjoyed 
the confidence of their fellow citizens, 
that they took a good deal of pains in 
| their work and did it in an honourable 
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and impartial spirit. There might be 
exceptions here and there, but, speak- 
ing generally, that was the testimony 
he got from men who would be called by 
some the ascendancy party. They paida 
willing tribute to the general excellence 
of the work. But still it was true 
that members of all local authorities 
were under a certain amount of. pres- 
sure. They were under pressure from 
the friends of their employees and 


sometimes from the employees them- | 


selves and they had sympathies. There 
were people among their constituents 
who had got particular objects which 
they desired to attain, and they there- 
fore required—it was no great impeach- 
ment to them for it was true of all— 
required to be guarded against themselves. 
It was sometimes well that they should 
feel that they were not absolute masters 
of the expenditure of the rates, but that 
they had to render an account for the 
way in which the rates were 
expended. What was the business of 
the Local Government Board / To see 
that the interests of the ratepayers were 
safeguarded and to see that no payment 
was made for which there was not statutory 


authority ; to see that the money went to | 


the objects to which Parliament desired 
it to go. And therefore the 
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| 


| 


Li cal | 


Government Board was often obliged to | 
interfere in the interests of the ratepayers, | 
and sometimes it was obliged to interfere | 


through its officers in cases where it was | 


subsequently convinced that a discretion 
might be given to the local authority and 
where it thought it could dispense with 
the obligation which had been given in 
certain cases. He dared say it some- 
times happened that a case was made 
out to the Local Government Board in 
which they said-— 

‘We do not think that the local authority 
is to blame in incurring this expenditure. We 
think this is a ease in which they perhaps 
ought to have been allowed to do it.” 

But they could not overlook the words of 
the statute without weakening the respect 
which ought to be paid invariably to the 
law. Therefore there were cases in 
which the Local Government Board, 
where it might be desirable to exercise a 
discretionary power, had done so. Let 
those general considerations be borne in 
mind before they came to deal with the 
particular misdeeds which were charged 
Mr. Bryce. 
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against the Local Government Board by 
the hon. members who had spoken. He 
would like before he came to those matters 
to acknowiedge on behalf of the Board 
that there had been no manifestation of 
personal hostility to any one of its mem- 
bers by name, and certainly not to the 
four members of the Board who were 
themselves the directing parties. He knew 
the three members with whom he had the 
honour to be associated. They were all 
men of ability, of high character, of great 
public spirit. They were all men of 
real zeal. And he was very xiad_ to 
notice that nothing had been said that 
day in the least to impeach the character 
or attack the judgment or wisdom of 
any of those three distinguished men. 
As regarded the other members of the 
staff, various statements had been 
made with regard to their promotion 
and =the qualifications which they 
possessed, upon which, of course, he could 
offer no opinion. He had not had oppor- 
tunities of making acquaintance with 
more than a few members of the staff. 
The few he had seen appeared to him 
to be competent and tactful men. How 
far that applied to the other members 
of the staff he could not say. He be- 
lieved that apart from the auditors and 
the inspectors, the other members of the 
staff were appointed by competitive 
examination, and therefore clearly no 
charge of partisanship or favouritism 
could be made in those cases. As re- 
garded the auditors, they had to pass 2 
qualifying examination conducted by the 
Civil Service Commission, which examina- 
tion, he supposed, afforded a guar- 
antee of their special competence. Now 
he would come to the particular points 
which had been made. The hon. Mem- 
for Limerick had drawn what 
appeared to him to be a_ picture of 
the Board more creditable to his 
imagination than to his facts. The 
picture was a good deal removed 
from the Board he (Mr. Bryce) 
had occasion to know it. He did not 
believe the Board was at all anxious 
to worry people in the way which the 
hon. Member believed it did. The hon. 
Member thought, for instance, that the 
Chief Secretary was so much entangled 
in a sort of web of officialdom, and so 
much afraid of the thunders of the 
Orangemen, that it would be perfectly 


ber 


as 
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impossible for him to shake himself free 
of those trammels and do justice. He 
confessed he was not sensible of living 
in that state of panic, and if the hon. 
Member would bring any case of in- 
justice to his notice he would endeavour 
to deal with it. He would steel his 
courage even against the Orangemen, 
and try to render that web of no effect. 
So far he had not had a great many cases 
to deal with. When he had dealt with 
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them he had generally found that the 
Local Government Board had proceeded 
upon good sound reasons. In some 
eases he had found it possible to vary the 
proposals of the Board and to allow a 
little more latitude to the local authority 
than the Board had thought they were 
able to do. That, of was : 
privilege which belonged to a responsible 
Minister, who was sometimes able to go a 
little further in that way than the 
permanent officials could do, especially 
as he was responsible to this House, 
and if his action were impeached in 
this House he was there to defend 
it. Therefore, he thought it was 
quite right that he should sometimes, | 
perhaps, reverse or vary the decisions | 
ot the Board. But that did not imply | 
that he had not the utmost confidence | 
in the good sense and tact which the 
Board brought to bear upon the dis- 
charge of its duties. Tho hon. Member 
for Limerick had spoken about the 
minutes of local bodies. That happened 
long before he came into office. But 
he believed the facts were that the 
Local Government Board soon after 
the Act of 1898 communicated with the 
‘ocal authorities, telling them that they 
believed it would be to their advantage, 
in order that they might be able to keep 
to the letter of the law, if they were to | 
send up their minutes to the Board. 
The local authorities, he believed, 
accepted that proposal and did send up 
their minutes for some considerable time. 


oS 


course, 


Mr. JOYCE said Limerick did not. 


Mr. BRYCE said he did not speak of 
all the local authorities. Limerick, no 
doubt, as an ancient city thought it 
had a character to maintain. At any 
rate, it was apparently generally 
done, and he was quite sure that it was 
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But after a time, it would appear they 
came rather too late, and the Local 
Government Board could not apply 
sufficient time, and by degrees the 
practice dropped off. But when the 
local authorities ceased to send their 
minutes the Local Government Board 
did not press them further on the subject. 
If they sent up their minutes now the 
Local Government Board was glad to 
see them, but if they did not send them 
up, if there was any loss it was that 
of the local authority. There was no 
need to apply pressure or any 
arbitrary rule at all. Then the hon. 
Member dwelt on the question of sur- 


charges. It would take too long to 
go through the cases mentioned in 


detail, but in the great majority of cases 


the Local Government Board remitted 
the surcharge, not necessarily blaming 
the auditor, because the primary duty of 


the auditor was to call attention to any 
points in regard to which he thought the 


council ought to be within the letter 
of the law; but when these matters 
were brought before the Board, the 


Board in the exercise of its discretion 
considered each case, and in the majority 
of cases remitted the surcharges. In 
regard to the borough councils, if he 
recollected aright, there were sixteen 
cases, of which twelve were remitted. 
One of the four cases which were not 
remitted was that of holidays, andl 
the Local Government Board thought 
that was a case of sufficient difficulty 
to make it worth while to let the opinion 
of the Courts be taken. It was a difficult 
matter to know how far they ought 
to allow employees to be paid for the 
time of holidays. A public body was 
a little tempted from kindness of heart 
to act on the side of indulgence. Person- 


ally he was in favour of holidays, and 


he should like if they could take more 
themselves. At the same time it was 
only fair that the interests of the rate- 
payers should be considered. Employees 
got far more holidays in Ireland than 
in England, because there was a very 
large number of Church holidays in 
Ireland which were always allowed 
and paid for. Therefore no question 
arose as regarded that matter. The 
Bank holidays were also allowed and, 
he thought, quite properly allowed. But 





done on the whole with good results. 


when it came to people leaving their 
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work to attend race-meetings and 
regattas, a different set of considerations 
appeared to arise. Race-meetings were 
very popular in some parts. of 
Treland, and if employees were to 
ro to all the race meetings in Ireland, 
no doubt there would be a good deal of 
abstention from work. Under the cir- 
cunstances, it was thought fair that the 
case should be determined by the Court, 
and the Court, he understood, gave its 
decision in favour of the Bank holidays, 
but that there ought not to be an allow- 
ance of pay—in other words that the 
surcharge was correct—in regard to 
holidays to attend race-meetings and 
regattas. He himself would like to see 
this question settled by some sort of 
general arrangement which would meet 
both the wishes of the council and 
the obligations of the law, which the 
Local Government Board had to en- 
force. He did not see why—especially 
in an old city like Limerick, built upon 
a river and taking an interest in aquatic 


pursuits—a regatta holiday might — not 
oceasionally be given. At the same 


time it was perfectly clear that that 
liberty could not go to an unlimited 
extent. He suggested, therefore, that 
the council should draw up a scheme 
suggesting a certain number of holidays, 
that this might be discussed with the 
Local Government Board, and that. if 


the Board could see its way within the | 


terms of its statutes to allow such a 
holiday, that might be done. 
not think there would be any disposi- 
tion on the part of the Board to approach 
the subject in any but a liberal and in- 
dulgent frame of mind, and on the other 
hand the Mayor of Limerick had said 
that he, as a reasonable man was anxious 
to deal with this quescion in a reasonable 
spint. Apropos of surcharges, they were 


not confined to ireland. One might have | 


thought from the language used that 
this was a special form of torture and 
oppression invented by the 
Government Board to inflict peculiar 
suffering on Trish local bodies. But 
the system of surcharges existed in 
England just as much. 


Local | 
required elaborate accounts. At the same 
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| 1898. 


He did | 


For the year | 


ending March 3lst, 1905, the number of | 


summonses as to which there were 
surcharges in England amounted to 


3.456. He hoped Irish Members would 
remember that fact. 


Mr. Bryee. 
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Mr. JOHN R EDMOND (Water ford) 


The English Local Government Board is 
responsible to English opinion. it 1s quite 
different in Ireland. 


Mr. BRYCE said the Irish Local 
Government Board was being made 
responsible to the House of Commons 
that day. There were two ways of 
dealing with the question of surcharg- 
ing. One was to bring it before 
the Courts, and the other to raise it in 
the House of Commons. Of course, it 
could be brought before him personally. 
On the whole the system did not work 
badly. The hon. Member for North 
Longford had referred to a great many 
cases which happened long before his 
(Mr. Bryce’s) time, and he was not able 
to deal with them. There was one point, 
however, upon which he might throw 
a little light. Complaint had been made 
that many expenses were thrown upon 
the local authority after the Act of 1898 
which were not thrown on them before. 
He agreed that the cost of local ad- 
ministration had become greater since 
It had been suggested that that 
was because the landlords no longer paid 
and that the payment fell upon the rate- 
payers. But there was one fact which 
ought to be mentioned. A new system 
had been introduced, and consequently 
many reforms which were hanging fire 
had received an impetus which carried 
them on. He believed that happened 
in L898. The case of nursing was an 
instance in point, in connection with 
which he was sure the ratepayers did not 
grudge the great expense, seeing that 
it gave them more efficient nursing for 
the sick poor. Reference had also been 
made to the elaborate returns prescribed 
by the Local Government Board. The 
complexity of the orders was largely due 
to the statute which imposed these 
duties on the different authorities. It 
was not the fault or the perversity of the 
Board; it was because Parliament re- 
the 


time he sympathised with com- 


_ plaints, and so far as he had any interest 


in the matter it should be directed to the 
simplification of the returns. He believed 
the Vice-President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board would be glad to receive any 
suggestions from the county councils. 
The hon. Member for North Longford 
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had dwelt upon a matter of an entirely 
different character, namely, the applica- 
tion of an order under which a person 
who had received a sentence of hard 


labour might be disqualified from holding | 


public office. He would look into that 
matter, but as far as his information 


{26 JuLy 1906} 


| 


went at present he believed that that | 


disqualification was one effected by 
stitute. In that case it could only be 
altered by legislation. As the hon. Mem- 
ber had called his attention to the matter, 
he would see how the legal aspect of 
the question stood. In regard to 
the asylums grant, that was a question, 
the hon. Member’ was aware, 
the Treasury rather than the 
lrish Government. There was already 
an allowance, but unfortunately the 
expense of maintaining asylums was 
increasing owing to the increase in 
lunacy. He greatly hoped that they 
would find means by better sanitary 
arrangements and by reducing intem- 
perance to arrest the growth of lunaey; 
but in the meantime it was no doubt 
true that the ratepayers were being put 
heavy additional 


1 
as 


for 


to a charge under 
this head. 
represent the matter to the Treasury if 


hon. Members would furnish him with 
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fitted for the general direction of an 
institution for the care and cure of the 
insane than a clerk without professi: nal 
knowledge. The Richmond Asylum took 
the view that it should be the clerk. 
There were three things of great import- 
ance in connection with this matter. 
One was the opinion of the medical pro- 
fession, and in particular of those members 
of the medical profession who had de- 
voted special attention to the question of 
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lunacy. They were of opinion that 
it ought to be the medical super- 
intendent. The second point was the 


opinion of the inspectors of asylums. 
They were perfectly clear that the re- 
sponsibility should be retained in the 


medical superintendent. They said 
that he was much fitter to have the 
general direction of the institution. 


He was perfectly willing to | 


particulars of the case, but he could not | 
| against the medical superintendent. 


sav what view the Treasury would take. 
They might think that it ought to be con- 
sidered aw local charge. 
Asylum, to which hon. Members had called 
attention, he said that the version of the 
which they had presented 
totally diferent from that which he had 
heard. He was not competent to tell 
the whole story from the beginning even 
if the Committee thought it desirable that 
he should do so. The Board did not want 
to go into a law suit and they refused to 
take any action. But the local body 
raised a legal question and then th 


Case 


As to Richmond | 


Was | 


the | 


Board said: “If you question our view | 


of the law we must go into Court.” He 


himself intervened with the view of effect- | 


ing a compromise, and a compromise was 
effected on every point but one. 
was a question of principle. 
question whether the chief responsible 
officer of the asylum should be the clerk 
or the resident medical superintendent. 
The Board took the view of their in- 
spectors that he should be the resident 


medical superintendent, who was more | 


| 


Thirdly, there were the committees of 
lunatic asylums generally in Ireland. 
He understood that an immense majority 
of these committees were against the 
view taken by the Richmond Asylum 
Committee on this subject. The Rich- 
mond Asylum Committee and, he 
believed, the Limerick Asylum Commit- 
tee also, were the only committees 
in Ireland which to the best of his 
knowledge and information desired to 
put the clerk in supreme command as 


*Mr. COGAN (Belfast) also joined, 
not to put the clerk in supreme command, 
but to make him responsible in his own 
department, 


Mr. BRYCE said that all the other 
asylums were in favour of the view taken 
by the Board. Under the circumstances 
he thought the Board had done right. 


*Mr. COGAN asked why the Local 
Government Board receded from the 
position they took up in November, 1905, 
when they chose to agree to the terms 
asked for by the Asylum committee. 


| Could the right hon. Gentleman explain 
That | 
It was a| 


that, except as the result of some 


medical intrigue 


~~ 


Mr. BRYCE said he must repudiate 
altogether that suggestion. What the 
Board said in 1905 did not come under 
his personal knowledge, because he was 
not in office then. Reference had ;been 
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made to the alleged /iches on the part of 
the Local Government Board about the 
furnishing of plans for cottages. It was 
hoped that the new Labourers Act 
would quicken the process of building 
cottages all over Ireland, and the Local 
Government Board would gladly furnish 
plans and give advice and assistance 
in regard to the erection of cottages. 
He was sorry to hear that the question of 
vagrancy had assumed such proportions 
in Ireland. Thev were not losing sight 
of that question. The Commission which 
was sitting to investigate the Poor Law 
in England and Ireland intended to 
devote its attention to this subject, and 
he believed it intended to look into the 
subject with special reference to Ireland. 
The Poor Law Commission for Treland 
whose report was nearly ready, had, 
he believed, considered this question, 
and was reporting upon it. He thought 
a system of boarding-out for pauper 
children was far better than herding 
them together in a workhouse. He 


thought he had now disposed of nearly | 


all the points which hon. Members had 
submitted to him. 


Mr. JOYCE asked why it was that if a 


local body went into court -with the | 


Local Government Board and won the 


case, the costs should not be paid by the | 


Board. 
Mr. BRYCE: That is not known to 


me. 


Mr. JOYCE : 
it to-night. 


Mr. BRYCE said the hon. Member 
had made a great many general state- 
ments which did not establish that 
there was a general practice when these 
cases came before the courts. The hon. 
Member had mentioned a particular case 
in which the court decided that each party 
should pay its own costs, but that did 
not prove that in every case the Local 
Government Board got off scot free. 
The hon. Member had advanced a general 
proposition for which he had not give 
any proof at all. 


Mr. JOYCE said the hon. Member 
for South Tipperary mentioned a case 


Mr. Bryce. 
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I think T have proved | 
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in regard to which they had to fight in 
this House for two years to get the costs, 


Mr. BRYCE said that if the hon. Mem- 
ber for Limerick would satisfy him as to 
‘the facts careful inquiry would be made. 
Of the work generally of the Local Gov- 
ernment Board his experience had been 
short, and it was not for him to pronounce 
in very positive terms; but the Board 
was desirous of remedying any com- 
plaints. Undoubtedly the administra- 
tion of such a department should be in 
accord with the sentiments of the people, 
and if it was true—though on this 
point he believed there was much 
exaggeration—that it was out of sym- 
pathy with public feeling, it was much 
to be deplored. The efforts of all con- 
cerned should be to bring legislation 
and administration into accord with the 
real interests of the people. Popular 
opinion changed, and was not always 
in the right; but, speaking generally, 
the test of good government was the 
support and confidence of the people. 
He quite agreed with hon. Members that 
legislation and administration should 
accord with popular sentiment, and it 
was the desire of the Board that the 
| staff should be animated by that feeling. 
In any local inquiry officials of the 
Board should go among the people as 
friends and treat them with confidence, 
/with an absence of the spirit of red 
tape or bureaucratic superiority. That 
was a test of good government, and 
so far as the Board would influence its 
| officials, that was the spirit in which 
their administration. would be conducted. 
There should be no spirit of red tape or 
| bureaucracy. In any proposals His 
| Majesty’s Government might make for 
| changes in the administrative system of 
| Treland or anything relating to Ireland, 
ithey would have this desire for co- 
| operation and confidence between those 
| who administered affairs and the people 
| on whose behalf they administered. 








€ Mr. WALTER LONG (Dublin, 8S.) 
said that when he was at the head of the 
Local Government Board for England 
he heard precisely the same criticisms 
passed on departmental administration 
as he had heard in Ireland. The prin- 
| ciples and practice in administration 
were precisely the same, and so far as the 
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personnel in the Irish Office was concerned 
he could say with regard to some of the 
questions mentioned in the discussion, 
notably nursing and workhouse affairs, 
they had the most earnest attention. 
Into official administration no question of 
religion or of varty politics ever entered. 
Whether they succeeded or failed, cer- 
tainly failure was not due to any lack 
of energy, devotion, or single-minded 
@pplication to work on the part of those 
connected with the Board. As to the 
asylums grant, the same difficulty existed 
in England in relation to the standard 
year, and alteration would mean the 
reopening of the whole question of relief in 


aid of local taxation. He need say 
nothing upon the remark in’ which 
the right hon. Gentleman seemed to 


adumbrate some future proposals ; 
it would be time to consider them when 
they knew what they were. Certainly 
they would not be justified by any 
failure in duty by the Local Government 


Board in Ireland. 


Mr. GINNELL (Westmeath, N.) said 
that there had been a_ considerable 
number of rosy comments on the Irish 
.lministration. These were all very 
well, but still they could not forget that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary had not by any means been 
so energetic in carrying his promises 
into effect as Irish Members desired, 
end as the circumstances required. They 
would be very glad if the right hon. 
Gentleman would only begin to carry 
out his promises. The Chief Secretary 
had omitted altogether from his otherwise 
acceptable statement any reference to the 
extravagant the Irish Local 
Government Board. It might be con- 
sidered that to put down a Motion to 
reduce the Vote by a large sum was no 
more than an idle formality; but he 
begged to assure the Committee that 
the Trish Members had solemn reasons 
for putting this Motion on the Paper, 


cost of 


and that they were going to a 
division upon it. They knew that of 


all the Departments of State in the British 
Islands the most expensive by a long 
way was the Local Government Board 
in Ireland. He insisted that the expense 
of that department was utterly unrezson- 
able. The Scotish people paid for their 
Local Government Board £15,000 a 
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year, but in Ireland they had to pay for a 
similar department £75,000 a year, or 
almost five times as much as Scotland 
paid, while the administration in Ireland 
was twenty times worse. Most of the 
salaries and expenses were paid to men 
who had friends in power, and whose 
chief duty it was to create billets for 
each other. In fact, the Imsh Local 
Government Board, as at present con- 
stituted, was an irritating anachromism. 
In addition to its own cost the 
Board caused needless expenditure by 
local bodies throughout the country. 
It had increased the cost of indoor 
paupers in Ireland by £100,000 since 
1897. The landlords, knowing that 
they would not be elected, opposed the 
Bill of 1898 and urged as a reason that 
the new boards would be extravagant. 
Immediately however the new boards 
came into existence under the Act of 
1898 they used their influence, with the 
result that they advocated and brought 
about increased expenditure which was 
sanctioned by the Local Government 
Board. It was rather suspicious that 
this increase of expenditure for the 
sake of humanity synchronised with the 
escape of the landlords from liability 
in regard to their share of the rates. 
The Board did not become humani- 
tarian in regard to expenditure until 
liability was taken off the landlords 
and firmly fixed upon the tenants. In 
some cases the Board insisted upon loca! 
authorities retaining officers whose ser- 
vices were not required, and in others 
they refused to allow them to employ 
officials whose services were required. 
One of the first things which the Chief 
Secretary ought to do and which was 
within his legal competence was to 
bring down the extravagant cost of 
this Board in regard to inspectors and 
hangers-on, whose salaries amounted to 
£75,000 a year. In the next place the 
right hon. Gentleman should introduce 
some system of election, and have the 
vice-presidents and secretary of the 
Local Government Board elected by a 
national body such as the General 


‘Council of the Irish County Council. 
The third point was that the Board 
| should be restrained from making arbit- 


rary, irritating, and expensive orders 
with regard to local circumstances, and 
that a cessation of this conduct should 
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be insisted upon. He was glad to see that ; Exchange) rose in his place, and claimed 
the right hon Gentleman was encourag-| to move, “That the Question be now 
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ing the boarding-out of pauper children, | put.” 
but he should also insist upon the proper | 


examination of medical and surgical | 
officers employed by the Local Govern- | 
ment Board to attend upon the poor. | 


now put.” 


Question put, “ That the Question be 


THe ATTORNEY-GENERAL FOR | The Committee divided; Ayes, 140; 
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Benn, W.('T’ wr Hamlets,S.Geo. 
Bethell, 'T. R. (Essex, Maldon) 
Billson, Alfred 
Brodie, H. C. 
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Ambrose, Robert | 
Bolton, T.D.( Derbyshire, N.E ) 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
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Mr. Ginnell, 


| 
i 
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Fetherstonhaugh, Godfrey 
Finch, Rt. Hn. George H. 
Findlay, Alexander 

Foster, Rt. Hon. Sir Walter 
Freeman-Thomas, Freeman 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
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Hardy, George A. (Suffolk) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harvey, A. G. C. (Rochdale) 
Hazel, Dr. A. E. 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Higham, John Sharp 
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Jenkins, J. 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 
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Lehmann, R. C. 
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Liddell, Henry 

Long, Rt.Hn. Walter(Dublin,S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lupton, Arnold 
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M’Callum, John M. 
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M‘Micking, Major G. 
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Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
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Sears, J. E. 


| Seely, Major J. B. 
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Shaw, Rt. Hon.T. (Hawick, B.) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Sloan, Thomas Henry 

Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanger, H. Y. 

Strachey, Sir Edward 
Sutherland, J. E. 

Thomasson, Frankln 
Thompson,J W.H.(Somerset, E. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
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| Watt, H. Anderson 
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Marnham, F. J. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 
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Morrell, Philip 
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Napier, T. B. 
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Norman, Henry 
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Nuttall, Harry 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Paul, Herbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 
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Duffy, William J. 
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Harrington, Timothy | Mooney, J. J. 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazleton, Richard 

Hogan, Michael 

Hudson, Walter 

Hunt, Rowland 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Vincent Paul 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.) 
Tundon, W. 

MacVeagh, Jeremiah (Down,S. 
MacVeigh,Charles( Donegal, E.) 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M’Killop, W. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 


Nolan, Joseph 


| O’Dowd, John 
| O’Hare, Patrick 


| O’Mara, James 


not exceeding 


Question, ‘* That a sum, 
said Service,” 


£57,556 be granted for the 
put accordingly, and negatived. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


2. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£14,118, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of Maxch, 1907, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Offices of the Chief 
Secretary in Dublin and London, and 
of the Inspectors of Lunatic Asylums.” 


*Mr. LONSDALE,(Armagh, Mid.) said 
the Government had told the House that 
their policy in Ireland was to govern in 
accordance with Irish ideas, until such 
times as they were able to pass a measure 
of Home Rule into law. Seven months 
of this preparation for the Nationalist 
millennium had passed, and he ventured 
to think there were very few who would 
declare that the results were encouraging. 
In the first place the Chief Secretary and 
his colleagues had given a too restricted 
interpretation to the term “ Irish ideas.” 
In the view of the Government there was 
but one Treland—which was peopled 
wholly by Nationalists, and when they 
declared their policy to be one of adminis- 
tering the affairs of Ireland in accordance 
with Irish ideas they meant that the 
Nationalists were the only persons to be 
considered. That was clearly shown 
by the history ofthe past seven months. 
Since this Government had been in office 
they had studiously disregarded not 
only the ideas, but the rights of Irish 
Unionists, who comprised at least one- 
fourth of the population, and who repre- 
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Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
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Smyth, Thomas F. (Leitrim, $.) 
Snowden, P. 

Sullivan, Donal 

Summerbell, T. 

Waldron, Laurence Amoprose 
Weir, James Galloway 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Mr. Boland. 


sented in much greater proportion the 
energy and capacity which had made 
the north-east of Ireland such a remark- 
able contrast to the rest of the country. 
The administration of Irish affairs under 
this Government was, in fact, Govern- 
ment by the grace of the hon. and learned 
Member for Waterford. The Chief 
Secretary—like the sunflower—had his 
face turned always towards the 
luminary of the Nationalist Party. 
Every act of the Government seemed 
to be governed by the single idea of con- 
ciliating the Nationalists ; and those who 
represented the Unionists of Ireland had 
just cause of complaint that the adminis- 
tration, which should be impartial and 
just to all, had been characterised by 
a spirit of hostility towards the loyalist 
minority. He desired on this occasion 
to draw attention to one or two examples 
of the animus which had been shown 
towards the people and the interests he 
and his friends represented in this Howse. 
There was the case of the Assistant 
Land Commissioners. Could anyone 
honestly say that the five Commissioners 
who were displaced were got rid of fo: 
any other reason than that they were 
Unionists, and their places were wanted 
to satisfy the clamourings for office of 
Nationalist agitators? It was un- 
doubtedly a step in the direction of 
destroying the independence of the 
Land Commission, and bringing it into 
subservience to the United Irish League. 
A still more striking illustration of 
the animus of the Government was to be 


found in the Local Registration of 
Title Bill. The real purpose of that 
measure could not be disguised. It 


was brought in with the object of pena- 
lising a Unionist solicitor, because he 
was objectionable to the Nationalists ; 
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and of rewarding a Nationalist solicitor 
who was formerly election agent for 
the hon. Member for Cork City. The 


Labourers Bill afforded yet another 
example of the policy of — pinpricks 
which this Government wa. pursuing 


towards the Unionists of Ireland. This 
was a peculiarly hard case; because the 
Government had carried their persecu- 
tion of Unionists to the extreme length 
of proposing to inflict injury upon the 
poor labourers ef Ulster. 
northern counties of treland were to be 
robbed of money which bad been allo- 


cated to them by statute in order to | 


satisly the greed of counties where the 
Nationalists predominated, and con- 
sequently Unionist labourers would be 
prevented from obtaining the cottages 
they need, while increased facilities were 
to be given to Nationalists. The same sort 
of thing was going on in every direction. 
The policy of the Government was 
marked — by 
Unionist and Loyalist interest, whilst 
concession was made to the forces 
of disorder and disunion. Since this 
Government came into office the power of 
the law had been deliberately weakened, 


while, on the other hand, the illegal | 
League | 


courts of the United Irish 
had been allowed to exact fines from and 
impose penalties upon the unhappy 


victims of league tyranny who received | 
no adequate protection from the Govern- | 


ment. The right hon. Gentleman found 
it necessary to apologise to the Nation- 
alist Party if he had to use the forces of 
the Crown to uphold individual rights, 
and he endeavoured to procure surren- 
ders to authority by meins of wholesale 
concessions to Nationalist demands. The 
pliability of the right hon. Gentleman 
had become notorious. He had been 
described by one of the Labour allies 
of the Nationalist Party as “a scholastic 


sponge—teadily absorbent and readily | 


squeezable.” It must be confessed, he 
should think, even by the warmest 
admirers of the right hon. Gentleman, 
that he had shown himself, to a remark- 
able degree, amenable to Nationalist 
pressure. The new Guelic movement. 
which, however worthy might be the 
motives of many who supported it, had 
degenerated into a mere political organ- 
jsation, inspired by hatred of England 
and all things English, found a warm 
Mr, Lonsdale. 
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bitter hostility to every | 


1524 


| sympathiser in the Chief Secretary. He 
| had done what he could to foster the 
teaching of Irish in elementary schools. 
Money was thereby wasted in useless 
teaching, the children were prevented 
from acquiring more useful knowledge, 
and—what was even worse—ideas of 
| disloyalty were spread among the rising 
| generation. The Chief Secretary, some 
| time ago, took exception to his remark 
‘that the Irish language was made a 
| convenient vehicle for the dissemination 
of seditious views, and he would, there- 
fore, commend to the notice of the right 
hon. Gentleman a statement of the object 
of the Gaelic League which appeared in 
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a letter written to the Freeman's 
Journal! by Mr. John Sweetman, a 


prominent member of the brotherhood. 
He wrote as follows — 

“ The one movement that is leading to the 
creation of a real Lrish nation is the revival of 
the Irish language. Englishmen who are 
living in Ireland, and those who wish to be 
West Britons, are quite right in thinking that 
the revival of the Irish language is most 
dangerous to the Union of England and Ire- 
land.” 

One feature of this Gaelic movement — 
to which he had called attention on more 
than one occasion—-had been the circu- 
lation of foul hbels against the forces of 
the Crown, with the object of deterring 
Irishmen from enlisting in the Army and 
Navy. The attitude of the Government 
towards that movement had been one 
of complete indifference. Indeed, some 
encouragement to it had been given by 
the release of a notorious distributor of 
these libels, some months in advance of 
the termination of the sentence awarded 
him by the Court of law, and it was not 
surprising that this individual had re- 
ceived the Nationalist martyr’s crown 
of election to a public office. 
Every single act of the Government 
seemed to be vitiated by enmity towards 
Loyalist feelings and interests. It was 
nothing less than an outrage on propriety 
—to say nothing of justice—to place on 
the Dublin University Commission a 
violent partisan and disappointed office- 
seeker, who had constantly vilified Trinity 
College, and who was the arch-apostle of 
the doctrine of de-anglicisation. He 
referred to Dr. Douglas Hyde. The Gov- 
ernment were gaining nothing beyond a 
/ temporary quietness by the course which 
_ they were pursuing. [t was,only natural 
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that their policy should awaken the 
strongest feelings of resentment among 
the Unionists of Ireland, and the Chief 
Secretary was already being abused in 
Nationalist quarters because he had not 
yone far enough. Nationalist gratitude 
had an eye only to the future. 


out already that even with his well- 
known sympathy for Nationalist aims 
he could not keep pace with the de- 


Civil Services und Revenue {26 JULY 1906} Depts, E'stimutes, 1906-7. 


The 
right hon. Gentleman must have found | 


mands of hon. Members below the gang- | 


If the Chief Secretary read the 
Irish newspapers—|Mr. Bryce: | never 
do; T have not time.|—he must have 
been pained many times recently by 
the language which was being used to- 
wards him and his Government by the 
seribes of the Nationalist Party. The 
right hon. Gentleman had cast abroad 
the pearls of his sympathy with a lavish 
but discriminating hand, with the re- 
sult that might have been expected. 
His name and reputation were already 
the sport of discontented Nationalist 
agitators whom he had tried in vain to 
conciliate. It might perhaps be too 
much to hope that the right hon. Gentle- 
man would admit that the Government 
policy of making concessions to clamour 
and casting sops to sedition was a mistake. 
But they had a right to demand that the 
Government would cease their attempts 
to score off Irish Unionists in order to 
win the applause of Nationalists, and 


way. 


that so long as they were responsible | 
for the affairs of Ireland they would | 


give them a thoroughly impartial ad- 
ministration in which every law-abiding 
Irishman might have confidence. He 
begged to move, 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON 


N.) said he was to second the proposal. | 


He had been in the House a long time. 
He entered it a young man. 
now old. 
he had heard a vast number of speeches 
made as to how Ireland should be 
governed. Now he was going to take 
the other line. He was going to speak 
on how, he thought, Ireland ought not to 
be governed. Ireland was a very easy 
country to govern if they went the right 
way about it. There were only two pos- 
sible ways of governing Ireland. One was 
to govern lreland as they governed Scot- 
land, England, and Wales. That was the 


He was | 
Since he had been a Member | 





(Armagh, | 
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way he would govern Ireland. If that 
method was pursued he ventured to 
maintain that Ireland would be an easy 
country to govern. The other way was 
the way which, as far as he could see, His 
Majesty’s Government intended to pur- 
sue; that was to allow the reins of 
Government te fall from their hands into 
those of the organisation which was the 
only organisation willing to take up 
the task. Whether the organisation 
which took up the task would bring 
about a peaceful, contented, and happy 
[reland, he left it to the future to decide. 
What was going to be the future of Ireland 
under His Majesty’s Government ? In 
Ireland—and he thought hon. Gentlemen 
below the gangway would agree with him 
in this—they did not care about the old 
names to describe political Parties. The 
words ‘ Tory.” “ Conservative,” ‘ Lib- 
eral,” and “ Radieal” meant very little 
to an Irishman. What did matter to an 
Irishman was how Ireland was going to be 
governed. When the last change of 
Government took place the question 
uppermost in the minds of Irishmen was 
not the name of the Government but how 
they were going to anage Ireland. It 
was not very long before they had an 
indication of the lines upon which the 
Government of [reland was to be run. 
It occurred at a place called Loughrea. 
There was one difficulty uncoubtedly in 
the way of the Member for Waterford 
and his friends, and that was the pros- 
perity of Ireland. If Ireland at the 
present moment was in a state of 
commercial collapse or if it were 
suffering from depreciated prices, then, 
of course, hon. Members might say, 
Try some other way and see whether 
you will succeed.” But he ventured to 
say, and he defied contradiction founded 
on fact, that Lreland within living memory 
had never been so prosperous as she was 
to-day. No one rejoiced in that more 
than he did himself. But as to carrying 
on an agitation in Ireland without a 
grievance, it was an absolute impossibility, 
He had to accuse the Nationalist Party 
of gross ingratitude to a man who had 
been of great assistance to them for 
twenty years. He referred to Lord 
Clanricarde. Whenever the Nationalist 
Party had been in want of a grievance 
Lord Clanricarde had come to their assis- 
tance. He had been the shillelagh, the 
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battering ram, the great gun that the | 
Nationalist party had fired off steadily 
for twenty years at the Irish landlords. | 
But Lord Clanricade sometimes would | 
not go off. An eviction took place at | 
Loughrea. The hon. and learned Member | 
for Waterford made an eloquent speech | 
describing Lord Clanricarde. There was, | 
however, not a shadow of foundation for | 
the statement which he made on that 
occasion. He did not accuse the hon. 
and learned Gentleman of uttering what 
was untrue, but somebody had _ been | 
stuffing him. He had always remarked 
that lies had something in common with 
swallows. Swallows had a homing in- 
stinct that brought them back from the 
uttermost parts of the earth to the place 
where they were bred. Somehow lies 
had a similar peculiarity. The greatest, | 
most barefaced, and most successful lie | 
of modern times was the yellow Chinese | 
lie which had come back from South 
Africa, and was roosting on the Treasury | 
Bench. He did not like to use the word 
“lie,”? or to apply it to the language of | 
any Member below the gangway. He pre- | 





ferred to say ‘terminological inexacti- 
tude.” A terminological inexactitude 


was hovering below the gangway. The 
hon. and learned Member for Waterford | 
deseribed a remarkable condition — of | 
affairs in the neighbourhood of Loughrea. 
He saidthatat this moment Lord Clanri- | 
carde’s estate was a desert and that the | 
Member for Galway (who must have been 
stuffing him) had the awful experience | 
of living in that desert. Would the | 
Committee believe it 2? There was not a | 
particle of truth in that statement. 


| Ireland 


Mr. DUFFY (Galway, 8.): Yes, 
there is; every word of it is true. | 
CoLtoneL SAUNDERSON said _ the | 


hon. Member for Galway could say what 
he liked when he had finished. The 
Chief Secretary, who followed the hon. 
Member for Waterford, made a most 
sympathetic answer without having gone 
into the case. The right hon. Gentle- | 
man was a man of philosophic mind | 
and he would not have made the state- 
ment he did if he had gone into the! 
facts. He simply swallowed every word 
of the eloquent speech of the hon. 
Member for Waterford, and said he 
hoped that the mischief that a case of 


Colonel Suunderson, 
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this kind caused would not spread be- 
yond the immediate neighbourhood of 
that one case. That showed the deep 
and heartfelt sympathy of the Chief 
Secretary in regard to a certain kind of 
eviction. An eviction carried out by 
Lord Clanricarde, according to the 
right hon. Gentleman, was a monstrous 
offence against civilisation. How about 


his sympathy for evictions carried 
out by the United Irish League. 
He did not hear one word from 


the Chief Secretary about their evictions 
round Loughrea. The sympathies of 
the Government were centred = on 
one kind of eviction. What was the 
history of the war at Loughrea? It 
was asserted that the man Ward was 
served with notice and evicted because 
he was a secretary of the United Irish 
League. There was not a word of truth 
in that assertion. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: That is not 


/my statement at all, but that of Lord 


Clanricarde’s agent. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON said he 
thought the hon. and learned Gentleman 
was mistaken. He had a letter in his 
hand in which Ward himself stated that 
during these years of prosperity he iden- 
tified himself ina very prominent manner 


with the United Trish League. He did 
not blame him for doing it; no one 
‘could blame him. But when Ward 


began to issue notices to quit to farmers 
in the neighbourhood of Loughrea, Mr. 
Tener stepped in and served him with a 
He would have done 
the same, and although he would never 


|sympathise with Lord Clanricarde, nor 
| with any man who took money out of 


and never went there, there 
were circumstances in regard to Lord 
Clanricarde which it would be well for the 
Committee to note. Lord Clanricarde’s 
estate in Galway was the lowest rented 
estate in the whole country. Several 
of his tenants had gone into court to get a 
fair rent fixed and they had been nearly 
all raised. Here was the letter which 
Ward wrote to R. D. Levinge— 

“Ata meeting of the United Trish League 
held on the 21st inst. a resolution was adopted 
calling on all the graziers in the parish to sur- 
render their farms on May Ist next, in order 
to facilitate the division of the land amongst 
small landowners, and those having no land 
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in the parish, in anticipation of a sale. 
directed to write to you and request you to 
surrender Tully Hill Farm. I hope you will 


I am ; believe. 


see your way to comply with this request, and | i : 
'why he held in his hand a sheaf of 


fall into line with the other graziers in the 
distriet who have promi-ed to surrender.” 


What right had any man to serve such 
a notice? If Lord Clanricarde had 
served it the whole Government as well 
as hon. Gentlemen below the gangway 
would have been up in arms. He was 
happy to say the person so addressed 
had not surrendered, but he had been 
strictly boycotted ever since. Reference 
had been made in 
the following letter :— 


“ Estate Office, Loughrea, 
* April 29th, 1905. 

“ Dear Sir,—l have been glad to see from 
time to time signs of your doing a good trade, 
and [ have often mentioned you as a capable 
and energetic man of business. It would be 
well, I think, for the country if it had more 
traders like you with push and determination 
to succeed, aud as a tenant you have given me 
satisfaction. Holding these good opinions of 
you, it is with regret that I feel it my duty to 
send you a notice, the etfect of which would 
oblige you to remove from the premises you 
hold. [ have been an agent for many years, 
and have always, as far as possble to me, tried 
to protect tenants ill-treated by their fellow- 
tenants. [ do not believe you personally de- 
sire to cause pain, annoyance, or injury to 
anyone. But as Secretary to the Loughrea 
Branch of the United Lrish League you have 


former debates to | 


done so, and [ feel bound to use an argu-_| 


mentum ad hominem in the shape of the notice 
now served upon you.—Faithfully yours, 


E. SHAW-TENER. 


he did not 


Although 


defend Lord | 


Clanricarde—he was not his style—he | 


thought Lord Clanricarde was perfectly 
right. Most of his own tenants were 
members of the National Irish League ; 
his head man was, he thought, a leader 
amongst the Nationalists; he did not 
mind that, but if a tenant farmer of his 


| conceive this 


used the power at his disposal to threaten | 


other tenants to cause them against their 
will to surrender their land he would 
turn that farmer out next day if he 
could. 
an act of simple justice. 
trying to do now was to attract public 


attention to the way things were done | : 110 ' 
The Prime Minister’s letter said— 


in Ireland. Very few Englishmen knew 
much about Ireland. Englishmen in 
the House heard one thing from Gentle- 
men ‘below the gangway and another 
thing from Gentlemen above the gang- 


The turning out of Ward was | 
What he was | 
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No one should accept any state- 
ment about Ireland which could not be 
proved in black and white, and that was 


quotations. Ward was served with 
notice to quit. He had two houses in 
the same street. The story he was 


now about to relate would show that the 
military spirit was inherent in the Irish 
race. In one of the houses Ward kept 
his stores, and this he carefully fortified 
—it was a sort of outwork. It was not 
meant to be seriously defended, but the 
other place he was determined to hold 
at all costs. Fortunately for him he 
was possessed of a method of fortifica- 
tion previously unknown in Loughrea— 
he had an immense number of manure 
bags, and these bags were used in much 
the same way as soldiers used sandbags 
for fortifications. The police effected 
an entry to the outwork and then the 
siege began. Three hundred policemen 
came down from Dublin to besiege this 
fort, but how to deal with these bags 
had never entered into the scope of their 


education. The police made no pro- 
| gress, and the Government evidently 


felt that at all hazards Ward should 
surrender. Then circumstances occurred 
which he thought were without para lel 
in any civilised country. Ward and 
his heroes were inside; outside were 
the police and the British law. Ward 
and his friends remained in triumph. 
It could not last, something had to be 
done or there would have been disaster. 
First of all, the Under Secretary for 
Ireland was summoned from Dublin to 
make a sort of general, and the Prime 
Minister and the Chief Secretary were 
both called into play. Let the Committee 
happening in London 
somewhere down in Ratcliff Highway. 


[A Nationalist Member: Or Park 
Lane.| Let the Committee conceive of a 
man who disliked paying his debts 


defying the law in London, and then let 
them conceive of the Prime Minister and 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland and the 


| Under Secretary writing letters entreat- 


way and they did not know whom to 


VOL. CLXL. [FourTH SERIEs. | 


ing him to allow himself to be evicted. 


“Tam directed by the Prime Minister to 
acknowledge the rereipt of your letter of the 
25th instant, and to inform you that Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman is in communication with 
the Chief Secretary in respect to your case.” 


3E 
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He did not wonder that hon. Members 
cheered. It was a great triumph for 
them. The Chief Secretary’s letter was— 


Civil Services and Revenue: 


‘* House of Commons, | 


“ May 29th, 1906. 


“Dear Sir,—I am desired by Mr. Bryce to 
acknowledge your letter which he received too | 
late to enable a reply to be sent which would | 
have reached you this morning. The Irish | 
Government, as you are aware, has no power 
whatever to interfere with the exercise of 
landlords’ rights, but is indeed actually bound 
by law as the Courcs have frequently decided 
to vive such assistance as enables the process 
ot the law to be carried out. Mr. Bryce will 
however as you request consider the facts 
bearing on the case which you can 
before him in addition to those already ihdi- 
cated. The circumstances of hardship which 
your letter mentions seem to Mr. 
much strength to that demand to which he 


recently gave his support in Parliament for an | 


alteration of the law. 

Then Antony MacDonnell also 
came on the scene—he was not going to 
forget him. 


Sir 


Mr. He is an 


friend 


FLAVIN (Kerry, 


of yours. 


Ns) 


1 
old 


CotonEL SAUNDERSON said this 
was what Sir Antony stated— 

‘If any further action were taken in the 

way of resistance as contemplated by those in 
possession it might have the effect of tying the 
hands of the Government in such a way as to 
prevent them coming to the assistance of the 
town tenants as they desire.” 
This meant that if the resistance went 
too far it might interfere with the altera- 
tion of the law which would prevent such 
a thing taking place again. He did not 
know what the Committee thought of 
that. He did not know what the ordinary 
law-abiding Englishman thought 
Ministers of the Crown communicating 
with a man who was fighting the law. 
What was the result ? The hon. Member 
for one of the Divisions of Dublin stated, 
in a speech he delivered just after the 
surrender of the garrison who defended 
Martin Ward’s house, that they would not 
have surrendered but for the assurance 


given by the Prime Minister and the Chief | 


Secretary that legislation would follow 
their submission, and that resistance in 
which blood might be shed would en- 
danger the prospects of the Town Tenants 
Bill. He could not conceive a 
‘angerous and evil lesson to teach the 
Trish people than that deliberate resistance 
te the law, 


Colonel Saunderson. 


{COMMONS 


bring | 


Bryce to add | 


of | 


more | 


if carried on by one section | 
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If, how- 
| ever, an Ulster tenant—who happened 
| to be an Orangeman—adopted this policy 
| he would have no letters from Members 
of the Government. But here the Govern- 
ment had absolutely surrendered to the 
_League, and created the impression 
| amongst the police who had to administer 
| the law that the Government were on the 
| side of the League. What was the effect 
upon the unfortunate tenantry who had 
been given notice to quit by the League 7 


|of the people, would succeed. 


'They had to surrender. [An How. 
| . 

| MEMBER on the Irish Benches: “ Poor 
fellows.] Yes, poor fellows. There was 


the case of a man named Melnerny, 
who had a farm and had spent money 
on it, but who had to give it up at the 
dictation of the League. He wrote to 
the League a letter in which he said— 
“T thought a farm that any tenant would 


buy like that did not come ‘under the rules 
| laid down by the League.’ 


What right had the League to lay down 


rules? After quoting the letter which 
|MeInerny wrote when announcing his 


decision to give up the farm, he asked 
whether Englishmen or Scotsmen or 
even Welshmen could conceive such a 
thing happening in their country.’ A 
/man owned a farm: suddenly a society 
said, * You must give it up,” and the 
man, terrorised to a certain extent, was 
forced to surrender what was of great 
value to him. The man who could 
conceive such a thing happening outside 
of Treland ought to to a lunatic 
asylum. The Chief Secretary, although 
he had not been very long in Ireland. 
no doubt knew what would have 
happened to MeInerny if he had 
refused to give up the farm. He was 
prepared to give other instances of sur- 
renders brought about by the League. 
As was stated by a speaker at a meeting 
of the League, ‘* The Spion Kop they 
had in Loughrea has given them a 
lesson.” One man was allowed by the 
'League to hold his farm until October. 
What right had any organisation to 
issue such a decree? It was a monstrous 
thing that in the twentieth century in 
what was supposed to be a civilised 
country there was a Government 
which permitted such a state? ‘of 
things to exist. All the forces of the 
Crown ought to be at the disposal o 

even an Irish peasant to prevent gross 


go 
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injustice being done to anyone. This seldom spoken with more vigour. His 
unfortunate fight in Ireland was not | main grievance with the Government 
being waged between Protestants and | seemed to be that they had restored 
Nationalists ; or between Unionists and | peace at Loughrea. He was so 
Nationalists. It was a fight within the | passionately fond of a row that he was 
Nationalist camp, the members of which | grievously disappointed because Sir 
were not all of one mind. [An Irish | Antony MacDonnell went down to Lough- 
NationaList Member: What about} rea and brought about order instead of 
the Unionist camp ? He was ex-/ war. It was necessary, however, to put 
tremely glad of it. tthe Nationalists | in a few side touches to the ancents 
were not of one mind. [An Irish | show the actual facts which had brought 
NaTIONALIST MeMBER : What about| about the Government’s interference. 
East Tyrone ? } The hon. and gallant Member hid asked 
what right had any organisation to de- 
mand the surrender of farms. They had 
not an atom of right, but the Act of 1903 
never would have been passed if it had 
not contemplated the surrender of the 
grass lands. [‘* No,” and “ Yes.”] The 
League, in serving a notice, had acted 
illegally, but the fact that the Prime 
Minister had written a letter to a shop- 
keeper was accepted by hon. Members 
to inquire into the action of the police — — — pie = 
i times were different now from what they 

pes ay geo Bs vad — -_ had been in the earlier years of this 
about the police than anybody else. ‘ . ifthe writi ens “ 
he were pl Commission and the hon. SS tee 
Member for North Mayo were appointed ey ssa skin cise aiid ital 
he should resign by retum of post. A (pees Aid kindly et He though 
man holding the views of the hon. Member cess the actinn of Gis Autuee Madea 
could not give a fair and unbiassed de-| j, going to Loughrea was the best day’s 
cision, and his appointment was an insult | york that any Irish Government had 
to all law-abiding men in Ireland.| ayer done. Certainly it was far better 
According to a speech by the hon./ than to tumble the cabins of the people 
Member for North Mayo it appeared | about their ears. His view was that the 
— the eg ray ape = os Clanricarde estate was in such a condition 
was not the Irish Government who oma ee rer pe ; 
were responsible for the maintenance of — . be sale. spb beg 8 
law = order in Ireland but the Irish} pyimne Minister that this estate was the 
National League. In conclusion he dis- | ... ; . : a : 
claimed having made any party attack, pala ‘Nobody —— 
his desire being to let the Government see | better than the late Prime Minister, but he 
the dangerous course they were pursuing.| aq been unable to do anything. 
He had never heard a more manly and| 4y, man knowing those things could 
workmanlike speech than that which the say nothing else than that the Govern- 
Chief Secretary had made, which showed ment took a wise and statesmanlike 
that the right hon. Gentleman had his} yng g prudent course when they went 
heart in his work, but the course he was| gown and told Mr. Martin Ward—* You 
taking would lead to confusion and the} are not serving the cause that you desire 
breaking of the law. to serve. The Town Tenants Bill is 
before the House of Commons now and 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by | bas been read a second time. It is much 
£100."—(Mr. Lonsdule.) * | better for you to leave your case in the 
hands of ‘Parliament and in the hands of 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL congratulated the Government than to take it into 
the right hon. and gallant Gentleman; your own hands and defy the law. 
on his restored } ealth, and said he had! That was what the Government did | 


DV 
3E 2 





Mr. MACVEAGH: Neither are the 
Orangemen, 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON (continuing) 
blamed the Government for appointing 
the hon. Member for North Mayo 
a member of the Commission on 
the working of the congested estates, 
and said they might as well appoint 
a burglar a member of a commission 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
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the Under-Secretary and they did the 
best day’s work for Ireland that he 
had ever known a Government do. 
There was just one other point he desired 
to touch upon. The hon. Member for 
Mid-Armagh had attacked Dr. Douglas 
Hyde—whom he did not know personally, 
but whom he knew by reputation. The 
hon. Member had charged him with being 
the chief agent in a policy of de-Anglicising 
Ireland. Would hon. Gentlemen above 
the gangway take a moment’s thought / 
Way should they try to turn Ireland 
into a province of England? Take 
Scotland. Did they think they could 
Jo that in Scotland? They tried it. 
But they failed, and they did not try 
it now because they would fail again. 
Wavy should they not allow Irish ideas— 
they might not be theirs—they might 
think som: of them foolish, and they might 
be foo!ish—but why should not they let 
freland go her own way in those matters ? 
Wav should they attempt to make it a 
nrovince of England? They were doing 
harm not onlv to Ireland but to England. 
They wer? doing more to imperil the union 
between the two countries by actions like 
these than ordinary Separatists in Ireland 
—and there were not many—were able 
to do. He had no reason to believe 
that anything he said would have any 
inflaence with hon. Members opposite, 
but he had been in this war longer than 
they—he had been in it for more than 
twenty years in this House—he had 
seen it at its worst,and he thought he 
saw gleams of a better day—and what 
he desired to say as an Ulster Member 
to hon. Gentlemen opposite was that 
they would do far more for a real and true 
union with England by not attempting 
to force their ideals upon the Irish people, 
but by recognising the hard fact that 
they were governing Ireland against its 
will, and that with household suffrage 
and constitutional Government they 
could not ultimately govern any people 
against their will. They would thus 
do far better for England, which they 
seemed to cherish more than they did 
Ireland—they would do far better for 
that province which they seemed some- 
times to count to be Ireland alone— 
than by harrying everything Irish and 
setting themselves in antagonism to 
every Irish aspiration and every Irish 
jdeal, 
Mr. T. W. Russell. 


{COMMONS} 
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| *Mr. BARRIE (Londonderry, N.) said 
‘that he entirely differed from the hon . 
Member for South Tyrone, when he 
| suggested that because he had been 
longer in this House than many of 
| those who represented Ulster constitu- 
/encies he had a better right to voice 
‘the views of Ulster than others who 
| represented it. They had an excellent 
| reason for differing from the hon. Member 
'on that point, because it was common 
| knowledge that he was now declaring that 
| the cause that he had advocatel tor so 
many years was wrong. He (Mr. Barrie) 
desired to associate himself with what 
had fallen from the leader of the Loyalist 
Party, who, with all his accustomed 
eloquence had re-stated the Ulster 
position and had stated that he could 
se2 no reason, and had never seen 
anv, why Ireland should be governed 
differently from Scotland and England. 
H2 believed the only safe line on 
waich a responsible Government could 
proceed was to deal as fairly and 
justly with Ireland as she was dealing 
with Scotland. He appreciated the im- 
portance of making his remarks as brief 
as possible, but he did desire to say a few 
words with reference to the Royal 
Commissions appointed by the present 
Government. He submitted that if the 
Report of a Commission was to carry 
weight, the composition of the Com- 
mission should be fair and equitable 
to all interests affected. He did not 
think that it could be honestly claimed 
for any of the Commissions appointed 
that care and discrimination had been 
exercised by the Government in their 
selection. They had heard a good deal 
of a notorious member of the Trinity 
College Commission. Still he was not 
prepared to come to the conclusion 
that when direct issues were put before 
the House there was not still a desire, in 
spite of the great change that had taken 
place, to be just and fair when a strong 
case was made out. He contended that 
the influence and weight of the Report 
when it was issued would be largely lost 
owing to the composition of the Trinity 
College Commission. The same result 
must also follow in the case of the Com- 
mission appointed to deal with the ques- 
tion of the congested areas. What would 
have been thought of a Government who 





proposed to appoint a Commission to 
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deal with the congested districts in the 
extreme north of Scotland if they had 
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Mr. BRYCE: 
| me. 


It has not been before 


insisted upon putting on that Commission | 


a man with whom the law had had actively 
to deal during the previous twelve months? 
He passed from that and came to the 
Railway Commission recently appointed. 


In the composition of that Commission | 
there were representatives of every part | 


of Ireland except Unionist in Ulster. 


*Mr. BARRIE was very glad to have 
that assurance, because he found that 
some portion of that Report was already 
public property. He submitted that the 
Report of a Commission should not be 
public property before it was considered 
by the Chief Secretary. 


Now he had not yet lost all faith) 


in the Chief Secretary. He knew 
the record of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and while he believed that the 
right hon. Gentleman had strayed from 
the right path in the last few months, he 
believed they would still be able to 
draw him back. When they came to 
the question of Irish railways and the 
conduct of them he thought Ulster 
ought to be represented on the Com- 
mission. There were probably more 
than one Unionist Member very largely 


associated in business with railways 
in Ulster, and who would be able 
to bring intelligent opinion to bear 


on the subject. It was not yet too 
late to restore confidence in the compos- 
tion of the Commission by placing an 
Ulster Member upon it. He ventured 
to say there was no more important 
question in Ireland at the present time 
than the question of the railways, and it 
was only fair that an Ulster Member 
should be upon the Commission. The last 


question he wished to bring before the Com- | 


mittee was the continueddelay in present- 
ing the Report onthe Poor Law. He was 
keenly interested in that subject. The 
Report should have been presented a good 
many months ago. He put a Question 
on the subject shortly after Parliament 
opened. 


On May 10th he asked another Question, 
and was told the Report was in the 
hands of the printers. Repeated Questions 
had been put down since, and to-day 
they were absolutely in the dark as to 
when the Commission would report. He 
suggested that there were reasons which 


had not been presented to the House, | 


why the presentation of that Report was 
still further delayed. He understood 
that the Report had been before the 


Government and that its terms were not | 


satisfactory. 


He was promised they should | 
have the Report at the end of April. | 


Mr. BRYCE: Hear, hear. 


*Mr. BARRIE, continuing, entered his 
very earnest protest against any Amend- 
ment of that Report being suggested by 
the Chief Secretary or by the Commis- 
sloners in answer to one-sided repre- 
sentations made tothem. In the county 
a portion of which he represented they 
had three workhouses with accommoda- 
tion for 2,200 people. For many years 
past they had only had between 420 and 
430 people in them. He was able a 
good many years ago to get a committee 
together from the three workhouses anc 
a unanimous report was sent in acvo- 
cating their amalgamation. Unfortun- 
ately politics ruled one part of the county 
and other politics another. Conse- 
quently there was no combination in 
deciding which workhouse should be 
closed. That difficulty was to be solved by 
the appointment of the Commission an? 
the representatives of the extreme nort] 
should have opportunities of considering 
how that Report was going to affect them 
there and in other parts of Ireland. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) hoped the hon. Member for 
North Londonderry would not be angry 
with him if he compared him to Mirabeau, 
who was quite as laborious in his private 
life and whose public abilities would per- 
mit of favourable comparison. But 
when the hon. Gentleman spoke of the 
Railway Commission he was reminded 
of a conversation which took place 
between Mirabeau and Talleyrand. The 
former was speaking of the qualities re- 
quired for a minister of Louis XVI, and 
he said he should be from the South of 
France, he should have a certain gift 
of eloquence (just like the hon. Member 
for North Derry), and many other 
qualities. When Mirabeau had quoted 
his last quality, Talleyrand turned round 
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and said, ** And he should also be pitted 
with the small-pox.” Every student 
of history knew that Mirabeau was 
pitted with that complaint, and the 
reason the anecdote recalled itself was 
that the hon. Member for North Derry 
was giving a description of the qualifi- 
cations of a member of the Railway 
Commission. The hon. Member claimed 
that one of its members should be a man 
of business, that he should be from 
Ulster, and that he should be acquainted 
with the state of affairs in Ulster—in 
other words, that he should be the 
Member for North Derry. 


*Mr. BARRIE: The Member I was 
referring to was the hon. Member on 
my left (the hon. Member for Mid 
Armagh), 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR regretted if 
he had raised any professional jealousy 
between the hon. Member for North 
Derry and the hon. Member for Mid 
Armagh. But what was Ulster? Did 
the hon. Gentleman represent all Ulster ? 
He should say that on the evening of 
the day on which an Ulster constituency 
had returned a Nationalist Member to 
this House, Unionist Members might 
have shown a little modesty in speaking 
for that part of Ireland. There was 
a majority from Ulster in favour of a 
Liberal policy, and the minority which 
was opposing them was a dwindling one. 
It represented the dying embers of 
religious bigotry and of landlord oppres: 
sion, and there was growing up even 
in Ulster a new spirit, a holier and more 
blessed spirit of union and re-conciliation 
between classes and creeds. 
hon. and gallant Member for North 
Armagh had made his re-appearance on 
the scene. He was welcome. They all 
knew him to be a man of great political 
courage. But he confessed he was not 
prepared to find the right hon. and gallant 
Member’s courage reach the sublime 
height of being an advocate and defender 
of the Marquess of Clanricarde. Here 
was a man who had drawn £30,000 or 
£40,000 a year for twenty years from 


the very poorest part of Ireland, 
from the very towns which were 
dwindling. He asked Eng\ish Mem- 
bers what would be thought of an 


English landlord who had drawa this 


Ler. 1 P. O'Connor. 


{COMMONS} 
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vast sum from his tenantry, and fot 
twenty years had never set his foot 
on the land nor spent a shilling there. 
The people had asked for a little help for 
a railway in order to bring them 
within reach of the rest of the country, 
but his Lordship had never given 
a shilling towards it, or to any object, 
public or private, in the domain 
from which he drew his vast income. 
He did not want to paint him 
blacker than he deserved, but it was a 
well-known fact in Ireland that the 
Marquess never went to Ireland, even on 
the occasion of a domestic bereavement 
which would have appealed to any man. 
This was the hero of his right hon. and 
gallant friend the Member for North 
Armagh—a man who was scouted by the 
public opinion of England, hated by the 
public opinion of Ireland, and branded by 
as astute and strong a Conservative as 
the gentleman who up to a year ago 
they knew as Sir Michael Hicks-Beach. 
His right hon. and gallant friend said they 
were the parting of the ways. So 
they were. Ireland had been governed 
for several centuries against the will of 
her people. But said the hon, Gentle- 
man, the Mirabeau of North Derry, who 
uttered sentiments of Irish loyalty with 
a Scottish accent, why was not Ireland 
governed exactly the same as England, 


at 


Scotland and Wales? That was the 
question they were always asking. Eng- 


land returned a Liberal majority and 
had Liberal Government. Scotland 
returned a Liberal majority and had a 
Liberal Government. Scottish Members 
were allowed to speak a foreign tongue, 
but Irish Nationalists were not allowed 
to address Mr. Speaker in Erse. He 
had been condemned jto speak English 
by the tyranny of centuries. Unlike 
Scotland they were governing Ireland 
against the will of the people of 
Ireland, and so long as that state of 
things continued ‘there would be dis- 
content and dissatisfaction. He had 
listened with some apprehension to the 
simple phraseology of Mr. McNerny as 
quoted. What did’ he say? He szid 
he was a good Irishman. He also said 
that he would give up his farm if he got 
a good price. There was nothing extra- 
ordinary about that. The great fault 
apparently was that the man belonged 
to 2 combination to put down or at least 


2 
ren 
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to discourage the seizing by land-grabbers 
of the land from which another tenant 
had been evicted for not paying an 
impossible rent. He had always won- 
dered how men in this House had the 
courage to denounce a combination like 
that. Every barrister in this House 
was a member of a trade union which 
would persecute to poverty and disgrace 
and the workhouse, any man who dared 
to violate its rules. Every doctor in 
this House was a member of a trade 
union which would destroy the liveli- 
hood of any doctor who violated the 
rules of the union. Every working man 
in this House was a member of a trade 
union which dealt severely with anyone 
who violated the rules and laws which 
were necessary to equalise the great fight 
between capital on the one side and 
starvation on the other. What was the 
justification of trade unions in Ireland ? 
Had his hon. friend ever read the pages 
of John Stuart Mill, and the ghastly 
stories he related about the great 
famine? Had he read how impossible 
rents had been demanded to such an 
extent that the whole of Ireland became 
rack-rented? In consequence of these 
conditions the Irish people made up their 
minds that they would form a combina- 
tion under the law of trade unions in 
order that they might put an end to this 
hideous and insane competition for 
jand at impossible rents. The results 
of that combination had been that on 
the Statute Book of Parliament to-day 
were to be found many laws which 
nad broken the power of that dying 
landlordism whose weak and _ feeble 
voice they had heard that evening. 
Hon. Gentlemen above the Gangway 
did not understand Ireland, and perhaps 
they would forgive him for also saving 
that he did not believe that they under- 
stood England either. The Prime Minister 
had just sent to the peasantry of another 
land a great message of liberation and 
encouragement. The England which 
was represented in this House to-day was 
one to which he wished God-speed in 
every effort made for hberty in all lands, 
and none the less in the land to which 
he had the honour to belong. 


Mr. BRYCE said that, instead of 
‘having had a general criticism of the 
policy of the Irish Government, they had 
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had a treatment of the little episode of 
Loughrea and a few groans about the 
composition of the Commissions recently 
appointed. He would advert shortly 
first to what was said about the Com- 
missions by the hon. Member for North 
Derry. He «lid not know what his objec- 
tion was to the Trinity College Com- 
mission. That Commission was issued 
four months ago, and he was not aware 
that either of the Members for Dublin 
University had taken any objection to it. 


Sir. E. CARSON (Dublin University) : 
I beg the right hon. Gentleman’s pardon. 
[ asked a question in this House why 
the right hon. Gentleman did not put 
on the Commission a single member of 
the Church of Ireland who lived in Ite- 
land, and he told me that there were 
enough members on the Commission 
already. 


Mr. BRYCE said he had pointed out 
that there were Members on the Com- 
mission who were amply qualified to 
deal with the question of the theological 
faculty of Trinity College, and no question 
as to the general composition of the Com- 
mission had been raised by either of the 
Members for Dublin University. The hon. 
Member opposite complained of the com- 
position of the Congested Districts Com- 
mission. There was one Member, he sai, 
who held strong views about the tenants. 
That was true, but there was another, 
the former hon. Member for Yarmouth, 
who held st’ong views on the side of 
the landlords. [Opposition Cries of 
*“Oh!”}] The hon. Member for North 
Mayo, who was also on the Commission, 
was chairman of th» county council 
of Mayo, and had great knowledge 
and experience of the congested district 
problem; and he was admirably fitted to 
set forth the case of the tenants. The hon. 
Member had carried his complaint further 
and said there was no representative o 
Ulster on the Railways Commission. 
There was a very distinguished man from 
Ulster, the head of one of the greate st 
firms in Ireland, Lord Pirrie. No man 
stood higher in business circles in Ireland 
or had larger experience of Irish indus- 
trial affairs. He believed the «ifficul'y 
of selecting persons from one Irisa 
company who would be acceptable to 
another Irish company would be so great 
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that the best plan to represent railway 
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interests was to select eminent railway | 
men irom Engiand whose eminence in| 
in the railway world everybody would | 


acknowledge. He thought a Commission 
consisting of Sir Charles Scotter, Sir 


Herbert Jekyll, Mr. Acworth, and Mr. 


Aspinall could hardly be objected to. | 


Of what did the hon. Member complain 4 


iS 


Mr. BARRIE: That 


Unionist Member pon it. 


there 


Mr. BRYCE said there was no Liberal 
Member and no Nationalist 
upon it. [An Hon. 
He did not know 
Lord Pirrie were. At any rate. he had 
always belonged to the party to which 
hon. Members opposite belonged. 
not see why it was necessary in connection 
with a Commission upon railroads to 
ask whether a man was a Liberal or a 
Tory any more than to ask whether 
he was a Catholic or a Protestant. 
He passed from this irrelevant matter 
to the question brought forward by 
the right hon. and gallant Gentleman the 
Member for North Armagh. He was 
glad to see the right hon. Gentleman 
back in his old form, and he hoped 
they might have him for many years 
in the House to delight them with 


no | 
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he would be obliged to carry out the 
eviction, and that Mr. Ward would be 
doing a very bad turn to the town 
tenants by resistance. He submitted 
that that was very good advice. That 
advice was attributed to the Under- 
Secretary, but he himself had the honour 
and glory of giving that advice himself. 
He would tell the House what the Under- 
Secretary did. This was the important 
part of the story. The Under-Secretary 
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‘found a very difficult position when he 


Member | 
Member: “ Pirrie.”’] | 
what the politics of | 


He did | 


got to Loughrea—a very datgerous 
position. Loughrea was a peeuliar 
place. It was for many years a 
scene of disorders, and in the bad 
vears from 1879 to 1884 there was 
no place in Ireland where there was 


more constant danger of disturbance. 
The reason for that everybody knew. 
When the Under-Secretary got to Lough- 
rea, people were coming in from all 
districts. It was not the fault of the 


| police that the eviction was not carried 


his genial treatment of a thorny subject. | 


The right hon. Gentleman in his speech 
had compared what he called the “ Siege 
of Loughrea” to the Siege of Troy, 
and then he had entertained them to a 
comic account of that ‘ Siege.” 


He had | 


described it as if it had been a shocking | 


humiliation to the Government that 
the Prime Minister and the Chief Secre- 
tary had answered two letters which they 
had received from a Loughrea shopkeeper. 
These letters from Loughrea had been 


/and talked with 


answered before the siege began, when | 


Mr. Ward was merely contemplating | 


resistance, and when the forces had 
not yet gathered to sound their trumpets. 


When he heard the right hon. Gentleman | 


read the letter of the Prime Minister, | 


he thought it was a letter characterised 


with Caledonian caution, and although | 


he listened with some trepidation when 
the right hon. Gentleman read his own 
letter—for he himself had forgotten 
the terms of it—he was relieved to find 


out completely at once. It was the 
fault of the under-sheriffs and the bailiffs. 
There was a great torce of police to 
carry out the eviction and everything 
the Government did to support the 
sheriff was in conformity with their 
legal duty, and any other sympathies 
behind that made no difference to the 
discharge of their duty. The people 
were streaming in from all quarters. 
They were in a state of irritation and 
resentment against the landlord, and 
nothing but a small spark was wanted 
to light a fire which might have spread 
over all parts of the country. It was 
a dangerous situation, and preparations 
were being made for resistance which 
might have led to much bloodshed... 
The Under-Secretary saw the people 
them. He told them 
what the dangers were and he re- 
called their minds to a sense of their 
duty. He was ably seconded by the 
parish priest, who threw the whole 
weight of his influence in favour of peace ; 
the people and Mr. Ward himself yielded 
to this persuasion and agreed to give 
up the premises and allow the eviction 
togoon. He thought that was a triumph 
of persuasion on the part of the Under- 
Secretary, and a triumph of good sense 
on the part of the people. No bargain 
whatever was made by the Under-Secre- 


he had, said nothing more tha, that| tary. He told the people simply what 


Mr. Bryce. 
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was in their interests and what ovght to 


be done. What did that mean? The 
Under-Secretary secured peace. Was 
that a thing to complain of ? He saw 


in some cutting from a newspaper sent 


to him that morning that the police were | 


forbidden to use their bayonets. In 
point of fact no such question arcss 
but the man who wrote that letter 
thought it would have been a_ good 


thing if the police had used their bayonets. | 


Did that Committee think that the crowd 
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|aspect. The tenants were already full 
of hope, and they were becoming an 
example and a sign of hope to the sur- 
rounding peasantry. He earnestly hoped 
that the same policy which had brought 
about tranquillity and prosperity on the 
Dunsandle estate and other estates in the 
| neighbourhood would under the action 
lof the Estates Commissioners be more 
'and more extended throughout Connaught 
until those dangers which they now saw 
had entirely disappeared. 


in Loughrea should have been charged with | 


bayonets? [Cries of “ No, no,” 
voice ‘““ Who wrote the letter ? 
was anonymous. 


“)oTt 


of that letter. 
were not written. Even as anonymous 
letters they might doharm. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that the Government 
surrendered to the League. It was 
Mr. Ward and his friends who sur- 
rendered to the law. The Government 
never surrendered to the League and 
would never surrender to any Leagte 
anywhere. Loughrea was a very peculiar 
(istrict. It had formed long habits of 
disorder. It was a point of danger, and 
it ought to nave been treated sooner 


and a | 


Hon. Members oppo- | 
site entirely repudiated the sentiments | 
He wished these letters | 


Sir E. CARSON: Will the right hon. 
| Gentleman tell us what is the condition 
of Loughrea at the present moment ? 


Mr. BRYCE said it was a_ good 
|deal quieter than it was a week or 
ten days ago, and it had been found 
| possible to reduce the forces of the police 
stationed there. But its condition was 
| still such as to require a force of police 
larger than that ordinarily required. 
| Although the position was better he could. 
not say that the danger had entirely 
disappeared. 


| Mr. DUFFY: That was due absolutely 


| to the emergency men. 


in the way it had been treated now. | 


But it was not the only case. 
the case of the Dunsandle estate e 
vear or two ago in the neighbourhood 


of Loughrea, where there was a seriots | 
danger of a breach of the peace and where | 


the irritation between the landlords and 
tenants had reached a dangerous point. 
That was in the days of one of his pre- 
decessors. The Under-Secretary went 
down on that occasion to the Dunsandle 
estate, he met the people and brought 
about a pacific arrangement between the 


landlord and the tenants, and succeeded | 


in negotiating a sale, end that which 
was on the point of an outbreak had 


since then been perfectly peaceful. He 
wished a policy of that kind had 
been oftener followed before, and he 


thought the more such a policy was 
followed in Ireland the better. The 
result of that policy on the Dunsandle 
estate had been that the tenantry 
having become under the action of the 
Estates Commissioners the owners of 
their own tenancies had begun to show an 
industry and an energy which were already 
making the country wear a prosperous 


There was | 


Mr. BRYCE said that would lead him 
into a discussion on a point that he did 
|not want to pursue at present. The 
difficulties in Loughrea were not entirely 
due, as the right hon. Gentleman would 
have them suppose, to the action of the 
| United Irish League or to the action of 
ithe friends of the tenant. They were 
| also due to the irritating and provocative 
way in which the other side occasionally 
behaved. 


| CoLtonELSAUNDERSON: What other 
side ? 

Mr. BRYCE said he would tell the 
iright hon. Gentleman. The Government 
| of the King was bound evervwhere to give 
| support totke law. It was bound to carry 
out an eviction, and it was bound to keep 
order. It was bound to prevent intimida- 
tion, and it did all these things. But it had 
| no power to take corresponding action to 
| prevent people whe ought to know better 
| from behaving in an irritating way and 
| giving needless provocation to the people. 
| He thought it was greatly to be regretted. 
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that those whose position and station 
and place of authority and influence 
ought to lead them to do their duty by 
the public and to abstain from provoca- 
tion and to assist in maintaining tran- 
quility and peace, so far forgot their 
duty ‘as to offer wanton provocation and 
to make it far more difficult to maintain 
peace than it ought to be. It was 
perfectly well known to whom he was 
referring. [Cries of ‘“‘ Whom ?”] He was 
referring to the landlord and those who 
represented the landlord. That was a 
matter which unfortunately they were 
unable to cope with in Ireland. There 
were countries in whieh a strong executive 
Government exercised control over those 
who created disturbances on the land- 
lord’s side as well as on the tenant’s side. 
In Ireland the British Government had no 
such power, and all he could do therefore 
was to appeal to all parties—both sides— 
to abstain from every kind of provocation 
and to make the task of preserving the 
peace as easy as it could possibly be made. 
The right hon. Gentleman and the Com- 
mittee would be glad to havea few figures 
with regard to the present state of Ireland 
compared with what it was last vear. 
First of all he would give the cases of the 
outrages which had taken place all over 
Ireland and were reported to the police 
up to the 30th June of the present year 
compared with those reported up to 30th 
June last year. Last year the number of 
outrages over all Ireland was 895 for these 
six months. This year the number was 
858. In Galway—and it was Galway 
they were particularly concerned with at 
that moment—up to the 30th June last 
year there were in East Galway forty-five 
outrages and other offences. This year 
there were thirty-five. In the West 
Riding of Galway there were up to gthe 
30th June last vear forty-nine outrages, 
and this year twenty. Considering that 
(ralway was one of the most troubled 
districts at present that was a very 
satisfactory record. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Do these 
figures include threatening letters ? 


Mr. BRYCE said that they did; they 
included exactly what had always been in- 
cluded under the head of agrarian out- 
tages. There was no difference whatever 
an the records this year from the records | 


Mr. Bryce. 
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kept by his predecessors for the last 
fifteen or twenty years. 


Sir E. CARSON asked if the latest 


figures had been published. 


Mr. BRYCE said they had not pub- 
lished the last quarterly return, but, 
of course, he was ready to give them 
at any time if they asked for them. As 
regarded agrarian outrages, the figures 
were forty for Galway and this year 
twenty ; and the figures for all Ireland for 
the first six months of last year were 172, 
while for the same period this year they 
were only 127, a decline which was a 
good omen. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON : How many 


people were under police protection ! 


Mr. BRYCE said he had not those 
figures by him, but he might say that 
they were giving protection on exactly 
the same terms and principles as were 
acte! on by his predecessors, and that 
they were doing exactly as had been done 
before in preventing intimidation. They 
had always recognized that as one of 
their duties, and they were observing 
it exactly as their predecessors did. 
There had been various parts of Ireland 
were from time to time some little 
incidents had reminded them that old 
habits were not forgotten or unlearned 
even in better conditions, but every 
month, he thought, there was a certain 
measure of improvement. He did not 
wish to take the whole of the creilit, 
though if they looked back over ten 
vears there had been a great improve- 
ment, an he was very willing to allow 
that that improvement was largely due 
to the policy of the right hon. Gentleman 
th» late Member for Leeds and to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Dover. There was still the difficulty 
tiat arose in the congested districts, and 
they were endeavouring to apply a remedy 
to that. The last action the Government 
had taken was to appoint a Commission 
to see what could be done to remedy the 
continual sources of trouble which arose 
from there being far more people on the 
ground than could live on it. They 
hoped the Commission would be able to 
devise a remedy for that state of things. 
This particular estate at Loughrea, which 
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chad been so long a focus of disorder, was 


a district where those conditions existed, 
and he hoped it was one of the very first 
estates that the Commission would have 
to consider. When they came to report 
he hoped the Commission would be able 
to suggest some means by which the 
difficulties that existed there and on other 
similar estates might be removed in a way 
which would do justice to all parties, an! 
be the parent of permanent tranquility. 
He assured the right hon. and gallant 
Gentleman the Member for North Armagh 
that they wanted to govern Ireland as 
they governed Scotland and England and 
Wales, under the ordinary law, and to 
approximate more and more to that 
which made the law strong in those 
countries—the fact that it enjoyed the 
contidence of the people. He was glad 
to hear the right hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man associate law and liberty. The 
difficulty was that in Ireland there had 
always been plenty of law and not enough 
liberty. There was a growing sense in 
Ireland that law should be respected, 
and a growing belief in the good faith 
und sympathy of the English and Scottish 
peoples and their desire to give Ireland 
the reforms which were still necessary. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said he only 
wished to enter his strong protest against 
the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man at the beginning of his speech that 
no general indictment had been made by 
the Opposition of the policy of the 
(rovernment. 


Mr. BRYCE said he had not com- 
plained of that; on the contrary, he 
was glad of it. 


Mr. WALTER LONG said that the 
right hon. Gentleman made a statement 
that the Opposition had not made a 
general attack against the policy of the 
Irish Government. That was due, of 
course, to the fact that the Opposition 
had only obtained two and a half hours 
at the last moment, and with the utmost 
difficulty, to discuss one subject, which 
had been dealt with by his right hon. and 
gallant friend. The attitude of the Irish 
Unionists had been entirely misrepre- 
sented. It was not their desire or 
object to interfere with the present Irish 
Government, or with any body which 
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| was responsible for the government of 
Ireland, if they believed that by the 
| adoption of a particular policy per- 
manent peace was going to be secured. 
But they were not quite satisfied now 
that the right hon. Gentlman’s calcula- 
tions had a solid foundation. It was not 
a question of what the Under-Secretary 
had done; what he did was obviously 
done with the consent and approval of 
the Chief Secretary. 


rk. BRYCE: Hear, hear. 


rk. LONG: The right hon. Gentle- 
man had told them that the condition 
of the Loughrea district was materially 
improved, but that was not the opinion 
of the learned Judge when he gave his 
charge. The right hon. Gentleman knew 
very well there were two kinds of op- 
pression in Ireland—that which took the 
form of crime, and that much more diifi- 
cult thing to deal with, boycotting— 
a system of a semi-private character 
which interfered with daily life and 
pursuits. When the right hon. Gentle- 
man said there had been in Ireland too 
much law and too little freedom he 
wondered what kind of freedom he 
meant, and whether he meant the frees 
dom of a man to interfere with others 
and coerce them against doing what 
they wanted to do, or the freedom of all 
men and all classe: to follow out their 
own occupations so long as they kept 
within the law. 


Mr. BRYCE: 


law. 


Of course within the 


Mr. LONG hoped the right hon. 
Gentleman would keep that object in 
view. He believed there was in some 
districts an improvement, and he was 
glad to notice that the right hon. (rentle- 
man admitted that it was not the creation 
of to-day, although he hid thought fit to 
suggest that for the few months he him- 
self was responsible for the Government 
of Ireland that nnprovement was not 
maintained, 


Mr. BRYCE said he really did not 
mean that. 


Mr. LONG said he regretted there was 
no further time in whieh to deal with so 
important a question. 
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Question put. 


Ashley, W. W. 

Banbury, Si ir Frederick George 
Barrie, H. T. (Londonderry, N. 
Beckett, Hon. Gervase 
Boyle. Sir Edward 
Butcher, Samuel Henry 
Camplell, Rt. Hon. J. 
Carlile, E. Hildred 
Carson, Rt. Hon. 
Cave, George 
Cavendish,Rt. Hn. Victor C.W. 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Corbett.A. Car eron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Courthope, G. Loyd 


H.M. 


Sir Edw. H. 


Abraham, William (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainsworth, John Stirling 
Allen, A. Aciand (Christchurch) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Astbury, John Meir 

Baker, Sir Jchn (Portsmouth) 
Baring, Godfrey (Isle ciWight) 
Barlow, JohnFn n.ott(Scmerset 
Barlow, Percy (Fedferd) 
Barnard, F. B. 

Barnes, G. N. 

Barry. E. (Cerk, §.) 

Beale, W. P. 

Beauchamp, E. 

Beaumont, W. C. B. (Hexham) 
Benn, Sird Willien.s( Devcnp'rt) 
Benn, W. (T’w’rHamlets.8.Gee. 
Bethell, T. R. (Essex, Malden) 
Billson, Alfred 

Boland, John 

Bottomley, Horatio 

Brace, William 

Bramsdon, T. 4, 

Bright, J. A. 

Brodie, H. C. 

Breoke, Stopfcrd 

Bryce, Rt. Hn.James(Aberdeen 
Burke, E. Havilard- 

Burt, Rt. Hon. Thcmas 
Buxton, Rt. Hn. Sydney Chas. 
Byles, William Pollard 

Cairns, Themas 

Carr-Gomm, H. W. 

Chance, Frederick William 
Cheetham, John Frecerick 
Cherry, Rt. Hon. R. R. 

Clarke, C. Goddard 

Clough, W. 

Coats, Sir T. Glen( Rerfrew, W.) 
Ccegan, Denis J 

Collins, Stephen (Lem beth) 
Ccoper, G. J. 

Ccrbett, C.H(Sussex.E.Grinst’d 
Ccrnwall, Sir Edwin A. 

Ccwan, W. H. 

Craig, Herbert J. (Tynemouth) 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 
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The Committee divided :—Aves, 
240. (Division List No. 277.) 


Noes, 


Craig, Chas. Curtis (Antrim, S.) 
Craik, Sir Henry 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Fell, Arthur 

Fetherstonheugh. Godtrey 
Fineh, Rt. Hon. George H. 
Gibbs, G. A. ( Bristol, West) 
Hay, Hon. Clauce George 
Helmsley. Viscount 

Hill, Sir Clement (Shrewsbury) 
Hills, J. W. 

Hunt, Row!and 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lidaell. Rem v 

Long, Rt.Hn. Wa!te:(Dublin, S.) 


NOES 


Davies, Fllis William (Fifion) 
Davies, Timothy (Fulham) 
Davies, W. Howell ( Bristol, 8.) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, Arthur (Edinburgh, §.) 
Dickinsen,W.H.(St.Pancras,N. 
Dickson-Peynder, Sir Jolin P. 
Dolan, Charles Joseph 

Duffy, W iliem J. 

Duncan, C. (Barrow-in-Furness 
Duncan, J. H. (York, Otley) 
Dunn, A. Edward (Camborne) 
Dunne, MajerE.Martin( Walsall 
Edwards, Clement (Denbigh) 
Edwards, Enoch (Hanley) 
Edwards, Frank (Radnor) 
Elibank, Master of 

Esmonde, Sir Themas 

Eve, Harry Trelawney 
Everett, R. Lacey 

Faber, G. H. (Pcsten) 

Farrell, James Patrick 

F french, Peter 

Findlay, Alexander 

Flavin, Michael Jeseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, John Michael F. 
Fullerten, Hugh 

Gibb, Jan es (Haricw) 

Ginnell, L. 

Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
Gecch. Gecive Leabcdy 

Grey, Rt. Hon. Sir Edward 
Gullar¢, John W. 

Halpin, J 

Hammond, Jckn 

Hardy. George A. (Sule bh) 
Harmsworth, Cecil B. (Wore’r) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hart-Davies, T. 

Harvey, A. G. C. (Rechdaie) 
Harwood, George 

Haworth, Arthur A. 

Hayden, Jc “% ata 

Hazel, Dr. A. F. 

Hazletcn, Ric : ard 

Hedges, A. Paget 

Hendersen, Arthur (Durham ) 
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Magnus,’ Sir Philip 

Marks,.H. H. (Kent) 
Meysey-Thompson, E. (. 
O'Neil], Hon. Rolent Torrens 
Roberts, 8. (Sheffield, Ecclesall} 
Rutherford, W. W. (Liverpool) 
Saunderson. Rt Hn.Col. Fdw.J 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone, W.} 
Sloan, Thomas Henry 
Smith,F E.Liverpool, Walton 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


FOR THE AYEs— 
Marquess of Hamilton and 
Mr. Lonséale. 


Herderscn, J.M.( Aberdeen. W. ? 
Highem, John Sharp 

Hobart, Sir Robert 

Hogan. Michael] 

Hope, W. Bateman(Somerset, N 
Hornimen. Fnislie John 
Hudson, Walter 

Illingworth, Percy H. 

Isaacs, Rufus Daniel 

Jenkins, J.$ 

Jones, Leif (Appleby) 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire} 
Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson FE. 

Kennedy, Vine on Paul 
Kincaid-Smith, Captain 

King, Alfred John (Knutsford ¥ 
Laidlaw, Robert 

Lan.b, Errest H. (Rechester) 
Lamont, Norman 

Law, Hugh A. (Donegal, W.)' 
Layland-Barratt Francis. 
Lehmann, R. C. 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, Rt. Hon, David 
Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

Lupton, Arnold 

Macdenald, J.M.( Falkirk B’s lis. 
M‘Veagh, Jeremiah (Down, S. 
MacVeigh, Chas. (Denegal, E.} 
M‘Callum, John M. 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. 

M‘Kezin, John 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killo , W. 

M‘Laren, H. D. (Stafford, W.» 
M‘Micking, Major G. 

Marks, G. Croydon(Launcestcn 
Marnhan, F. J. 

Meagher, Michael 

Meehan, Patrick A. 

Micklem, Nathaniel 


Mooney, J. J. ' 
Morgan. J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morrell, Philip & 


Morse, L. L. 
Morten, Alpheus Cleoy has 
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Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Myer, Horatio 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Nicholson, CharlesN(Doncast’r | 


Nolan, Joseph 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nuttall, Harry 


O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid | Runciman, Walter 
James(Wicklow, W.) | | Russ lt, “f. W. 
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As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), considered. 
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Mr. CLAUDE HAY (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton), who was very imperfectly heard, was 
understood to say that in order to 
give the required protection to all 
concerned in these contracts it was 
necessary to insert in the first clause in 
line 6 the words “of indemnity.” He 
begged to move the insertion of those 
words, after the word “ contract.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 6, after the word ‘ contract,’ 
to insert the words ‘of indemnity.’ ”’—(Mr. 
Claude Hay.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘of indemnity’ be there inserted in 


the Bill.” 


*Tue ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 
Joun Watton, Leeds, 8.) said the hon. 
Gentleman must be mistaken in thinking 
any such words necessary, because 
if he read the whole of the cause he 
would see that ‘‘ the insurer undertakes 
to indemnify.” He saw no occasion to 
adopt the words. 


Question put, and negativea. 


*Mr. CAVE (Surrey, Kingston) said 
that many of the Amendments standing 
in his name upon the Paperjwere put 
down at the instance of the General 
Council of the Bar by whom this Bill had 
been considered. He had moved a 
number of Amendments suggested by 
that Council in the Standing Committee, 
where he was met most fairly by the 
Solicitor-General who had accepted many 
of the Amendments, but some of them 
had been withdrawn to be further con- 
sidered on Report. The Amendments now 
on the Paper represented the Amend- 
ments so withdrawn in Committee with 
a few others which had been added for 
special reasons. He hoped that they 
would now be accepted by the Govern- 
ment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 11, line 11, after the word * where,’ 
to insert the words ‘owine to the 
negligence or.’ ”—(Mr. Scmuel Roberts.) 


gross 
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Str JOHN WALTON hoped the hon. 
Gentleman would not press this Amend- 


ment as it involved alterations in the 
law. 


Insurance Bill. 


Amendments, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendments proposed— 


bad page 2 2, line 39, at end to insert ‘ though: 
he need not. be interested when the insurance 
is effected.’ 

**In page 3, line 2, to leave out ‘it is im- 
material that.’ 


‘*In page 3, line 2, after to insert 


‘may, 

‘ recover, although he may. 

‘* Tn page 3, line 35, to leav e out Sub-sections 
(2) and (3), and insert, ‘ A mortgagee, con- 
signee, or other person having an interest in 
the subject matter insured may insure on 
behalf and for the benefit of other persons 
interested as well as for his own benefit.” 

“In page 5, line 18, after ‘risk, to insert 
‘and in particular the fact that a policy is 
effected by way of re-insurance is material.’” 

“Tn page 8, line 31, at beginning to insert 
‘Subject to the provisions of this Act, and.’” > 

“In page 11, line 3, to leave out from 
‘equipment’ to end of sub-seetion, and insert 
‘the warranty in respect ot such preparation 
cr equipment is satified if at the commence- 
ment of each stage the ship is seaworthy in 
respect of such ———. or en for 
the purposes of that stage.’ ”’—(Mr. Cave.) 


Amendments agreed to. 


Amendments proposed— 


“In page 15, line 29, to leave out from the 
words ‘specie’ to end of sub-section.” 

In page 16, line 25, to leave ont from the 
word ‘repairs, to the werd ‘or, in line 28, 
and insert ‘no deduction is to be made in 
respect of general average contributions to 
those repairs payable by other interests, but 
deduction is to be made of contributions which 
would be payable by other interests towards 
necessary future expenses.’ ” 


“In page 17, line 26, to leave out the words 
‘thereupon becomes entitled to,’ and insert 
the words ‘ is entitled to take over.’”’ In page 
17, line 29, to leave out sub-section (2); In 
page 17, line 37, to leave out the words 
‘abandonment,’ and insert the words ‘the 
casualty.’ ” 


“In page 18, line 6, after the word ‘against.’ 
to insert the word ‘and’; In page 18, line 7, 
leave out from ‘loss,’ to end of se eC ae In 
page 18, line 11, at beginning, to insert ‘ Ex- 
penses incurred by or on behalf of the assured 
tor the safety or preservation of the ship in- 
sured other than general average and salvage 
charges, are called particular charges.’ ” 


“In page 18, line 13, to leave out from 
the word ‘charges,’ to end of sub-section and 
insert ithe words ‘ incurred in preventing a 
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loss by perils insured against may be recovered 
as a loss by those perils.’ ” 

In page 18, line 36, to leave out the words 
‘is liable for a general average contribution or.’ 
In page 19, line 19, after the second ‘the’ 
to insert ‘rights and.’ ” 

“Tn page 21, line 7, to leave out sub-section 
(4)."-—( Mr. Cave.) 


Adjournment 


Amendments agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


oo” 


my) 





“In page line 17, to leave out from 
the word ‘ case” to end of sub section.”—(.Mr. 
Cave.) 


Mr. CAVE said he desired to acknow- 
ledge the way in which the Attorney- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
General had accepted the Amendments. 





*Sir JOHN WALTON said he readily 
accepted the Amendments. The Bill 
represented the efforts of lawyers to 
codify this part of the law. 
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Amendment agreed to. 


Bill read .the third time, and passed, 
with gAmendments. 


REVENUE BILL. 
As amended, considered ; 


tread the 
third time, and passed. , 


JUSTICES OF THE PEACE (No. 2) BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


Whereupon Mr. Speaker adjourned 


the House without question put, pursuant 
to the Order of the House of July 13th. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Twelve o'clock. 
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“TH.L.]” following title 


indicates that the Bill originated in the House of Lords. 





(A.) House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. 
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Amendment 
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Progress. 
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Lord Chancellor 


Lord Denman 
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Earl Currington 
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Earl Beauchamp 
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(Scotland) 
Architects’ Registration 


*Bills of Exchange Act 


(1882) Amendment 


*Charitable Loan Societies 
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Sir J. Walton 
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Sir J. Walton 


Mr. McKen nu 
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neriman 
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Progress. 


| Read 1’ 


17th July (41) 


Read 1’ 23rd July (741) 


Read 1° 25th July (1221) 


) isth July 


(338) 


Consideration 
Read 5° and passed \ 
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Consideration 
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Read 1° 25th July (1221) 
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Committee | , — 
Report jl 24th July (1176) 
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Bill withdrawn 25th July(1368) 
Read 2° 19th July (500) 
Committee | 23rd July 


Report (830) 


Read 3° and passed 
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Progress. 





*Dean Forest 


* Dogs 


*Education (England and 
Wales) 


Education of Defective 
Children (Scotland) 


Explosives 


*Extradition [H.L. | 
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Stuffs 
*Indian = Railways — Act 


Amendment 


* Infectious 


land) 
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*Isle of Man Customs 
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Land Tenure (Scotland) 
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Mr. 


Mr. 
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Sir 


Sir 
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| Mr. 
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| Mr. 


M. Y. 
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E. Strachey 


Birrell 


Gulland 


Hay 


Eduard Grey 
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J, Ellis 


Bryce 
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Bryce 
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Bryce 


Walton 


H. Samuel 


M ichl eit 


Committee 


: Consideration 
| Read 3° and passed J 


Royal Assent 20th July 





20th July 
| Report | mii 
tead 3° and passed J (638) 


) 24th July 
(1154) 


Committee 17th July (41) 


Committee 18th ,, (218) 
Report 23rd ,, (741) 

| Report 24th ,, (1058) 
Report 25th (1222) 


y (562) 


| Read 1° 19th July (419) 


Read 2° 18th July (339) 

Committee ) 19th July 
Report ann” 
Read 3’ and passed J (629) 


Read 3° and passed 18th July 
(332) 


Royal Assent 20th July (562) 


Read 2° 24th July (1176) 


Committee | aed 
Report jiith « July (147) 


Consideration 


) 23rd July 
Real 3’ and passed) 


(835) 
Read 2° 20th July (639) 
Read 1° 23rd July (741) 

Bill Withdrawn 25thJuly (1368) 
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(1557) 


Consideration 
Read 3’ and passed J 


Read 2° 18th July (339) 


Committee ) 19th July 
Report ” a 
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*Musical Copyright 
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Brought in by 


Mr. Vivian 


| Mr. T. P. O Connor 
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*Post Office (Literature for 


the Blind) 


*Post Office Sites 


*Prevention of Corruption 
Railway Contracts 


*Reserve Forces 


*Revenue 


Settled Lands [H.L. | 


*Statute Law Revision 


(Scotland) 


Textile Workers (Saturday 
and Sunday Holiday) 


*Wireless Telegraphy 


~ 


r E. Strachey 


Mr. Sydney Buxton 


| Mr. Sydney Bucton 


Sir J. Walton 


Mr. Hooper 


Mr. Haldane 


| Mr. McKenna 


Mr. Micklem 


Mr. T. Shaw 


Mr. Jowett 


Mr, Sydney Buaton 


| Read 3’ and passed ) 


Progress. 





_ Royal Assent 20th July (562) 


Consideration 19th July (502) 


Consideration \ 19th July 
Read 3° and passedj (501) 


Read 1° 18th July (218) 

Read 2° 20th July (638) 

— | 25th July 
tepor (1363) 


Read 3° and passed 17th July 
(142) 


Consideration 17th July (148) 


Read 1° 25th July (1221) 
Royal Assent 20th July (562) 
Read 2° 18th July (319) 
Committee 25th July (1365) 
Report \ 26th July 
Read 3° and passedjf = (1560) 
Read 1° 25th July (1221) 


Read 3° and passed 17th July 
(160) 


Read 1° 17th July (41) 


Royal Assent 20th July (562) 











ae 











———— a a 
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APPENDIX II. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, SESSION 1906. 


List or RuLEs, OrpERS, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and are 
required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table of 
the House. 


In Continuation of List given in previous Volume. 








: , Date from which Period to lie upon 
Title of Paper. the Period runs. the Table. 





Public Records (The Palace Court),—Copy of Schedule 18 July 4 weeks 
containing a List and Particulars of Classes of Docu- 
ments belonging to the abolished Court of the King’s 
Palace at Westminster which are not considered of 
sufficient public value to justify their preservation in 
the Public Record Oftice [40 and 41 Vie., ¢. 55, s. 1] 


Shop Hours Act, 1904,—Copies cf Orders made by the 19 July 4 days 
Councils of the Borough of Stockton-on-Tees and of 
the County Borough of Wigan and confirmed by the 
Secretary of State tor the Home Department fixing 
the Hours of Closing for Barbers’ and Hairdressers’ 
Shops within the Boroughs [4 Edw. VII. ¢. 31,s. 3 


(3)] 


Shop Hours Act, 1904,—Copy of Order made by the 20 July 40 days 
Council of the Borough of Royal Leamington Spa and 
confirmed by the Secretary of State for the Home De- 
partment fixing the Hours of Closing for certain 
classes of Shops within the Borough [4 Edw. VIL, e. 

31,8. 3(3)] 


Education (Scotland),—Copy of Minute of the Com- 23 July One month 
mittee of Council on Education in Scotland, dated 
19th July, 1906, providing for Special Grants in aid of 
certain School Boards in Scotland [85 and 36 Vie., ¢. 
62, s. 65) 


Prisons (Ireland),—Copy of Order in Council approving 24 July ~ 
of Rules made by the General Prisons Board, provid- | 
ing that certain privileges may be earned by Convicts 
through industry and good conduct in Prison [40 and 
41 Vic., ¢. 49, s. 57 (c)] 


40 days 


Shop Hours Act, 1904,—Copy of Order made by the | 26 July 40 days 
Council of the Borongh of Nelson and confirmed, with | 
certain amendments, by the Secretary of State for the | 
Home Department, fixing the Hours of Closing for | 
Barbers’ and Hairdressers’ Shops within the Borough | 
[4 Edw. VIL., ¢. 31, s. 3 (3)]. | 











